For Reference 


NOT TO BE TAKEN FROM THIS ROOM 


Ex 1IPRIS 
UNINEASTTACES 
AIPERCALASIS 


S| 

—= ) p= 
fess eee | 
mn | 
¥, S S S, 

See e7 

MD: e+ 

y 


The University of Alberta 
Printing Department 


— 


a 


Edmonton, Alberta 


7 


Digitized by the Internet Archive 
in 2023 with funding from 
University of Alberta Library 


https://archive.org/details/Shalka1973 


. 


eas “ ’ 


Permission ib Wires, Ge 9) 8 feet om, 
LEBPARY te EMper i vue Seo & @ 88: Gay 
fT 4 Ge de_ SOUS > Din tdy 


_ 


THE UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA 


RELEASE FORM 


NAME OF AUTHOR Martin Bernard Shalka 
A, Ol? ISIS The Attitudes of Pupils, Parents, Teachers, and 
Administrators, Toward Corporal Punishment in 
Schools 
DEGREE FOR WHICH THESIS WAS PRESENTED Master of Education 
YEAR THIS DEGREE GRANTED Lo73 
Permission is hereby granted to THE UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA 
LIBRARY to reproduce single copies of this thesis and to lend 
or sell such copies for private, scholarly or scientific 
research purposes only. The author reserves other publication 
rights, and neither the thesis nor extensive extracts from it 
may be printed or otherwise reproduced without the author's 


written permission. 


£0 Mtieiavive ast 


sAiade basiwied oisicn 


fi bas Bes ameionet vaongiss veLiqud 20 BebYSIIZA-acif SE faaNT FC 
Ai Soomielnud Integra) buswol ee 


noitnenbs to 197264 corpses aaw akeater onAM AOI aaipdd 


eves moras AT AAaY 7 


ATAIGIA IO TYTAKEVIM BHT of Bataexp. ‘eiicigit ad 


en = ani Daa = ———_ 


- 


THE UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA 
THE ATTITUDES OF PUPILS, PARENTS, TEACHERS, 
AND ADMINISTRATORS, TOWARD CORPORAL 


PUNISHMENT IN SCHOOLS 


by 


(Cc) MARTIN BERNARD SHALKA 


JN, MESHES ICS 
SUBMITTED TO THE FACULTY OF GRADUATE STUDIES AND RESEARCH 
IN PARTIAL FULFILMENT OF THE REQUIREMENTS FOR THE DEGREE 


OF MASTER OF EDUCATION 


DEPARTMENT OF INDUSTRIAL AND VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 


EDMONTON, ALBERTA 


FALL, 1973 


wo 5 ie 


_ ¢ iT 


. | ae vi 
vbanacen GUA SaradTe BrKvdat IO PRIVAT SAT OT ore 
aeiods RY acs SOMMSN IgGs ART TO THRMATUIUT IATOAT MEG 
| wotiss0da 40 BBTSAM YO 


THE UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA 


FACULTY OF GRADUATE STUDIES AND RESEARCH 


The undersigned certify that they have read, and recommend to 
the Faculty of Graduate Studies and Research, for acceptance, a thesis 
entitled "The Attitudes of Pupils, Parents, Teachers, and Administrators, 
Toward Corporal Punishment in Schools," submitted by Martin Bernard 
Shalka in partial fulfilment of the requirements for the degree of Master 


of Education. 


od snetinpoes bos ,beex even yods a ad iekiwo bempierebias, “ 
eieond « ,sonesqeotE x07 \dotsseetl Bos ee ibpse: Yo ystins 
; ; . : 
WredaetoimbA tw jatedonet ,2aeeT .eliges 10 Peo tTttsk eT 
G<advo! vkvce vd Setdiimive “, afoodoe ab toom@inw? oo ae 


ABSTRACT 


In some parts of Canada there is evidence of concern over the 
use Of corporal punishment directed toward pupils in schools. The pur- 
pose of this study was to determine the attitudes of pupils, parents, 
teachers, and administrators in the Edmonton Public School System toward 
the use of corporal punishment in our schools. The respondents were 
asked to indicate their attitudes toward various areas related to such 
punishment. These areas were: corporal punishment administered to 
improve pupil-behavior and/or pupil-achievement in school, parental 
notification when their child is strapped in school, obtaining parental 
permission prior to strapping a pupil, grudge holding because of being 
strapped in school, the amount of corporal punishment in our schools, 
and general approval or disapproval of corporal punishment in schools. 

Random samples of 252 pupils, 252 parents, 84 teachers, and 42 
administrators were selected from 42 randomly selected schools in the 
Edmonton Public School System. 

The findings of this study indicate that a majority of parents 
administer some measure of corporal punishment to their children at home. 
A majority of the pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators have not 
received corporal punishment while attending school. A majority of the 
members in each of these groups expressed the belief that corporal 
punishment helps to improve pupil-behavior, but not pupil-achievement. 

A majority of the members in each of these groups favored the notifica- 


tion of parents when their child is strapped, but they did not favor the 
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obtaining of parental permission prior to strapping a pupil, with the 
exception of the pupil-group. A majority of the members in each of the 
groups indicated that they did not hold a grudge against those respon- 
sible for having them strapped. They also expressed the belief that 
there was not an excessive amount of strapping in our schools. And, 
finally, a majority of the members of each of the four groups indicated 


approval of strapping pupils in schools. 
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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION AND PROBLEM 
1. INTRODUCTION 


This research study was concerned with one method of disciplin- 
ing pupils in the Edmonton Public School System. The method referred 
to was corporal punishment administered to pupils in a teacher-pupil 
relationship, for the purpose of correcting or improving pupil behavior. 
Such punishment, as a method of school discipline, has always been a 
factor in Canadian education. At first, the authority to use it in 
schools was derived from British common law. Later, such authority was 
granted to teachers by the Criminal Code of Canada. At the present 
time, Section 43 of the Canadian Criminal Code explicitly makes reference 
to the role of the teacher in correcting pupil behavior. This section 
reads as follows: 

Every school teacher, parent or person standing in the place 

of a parent is justified in using force by way of correction towards 


a pupil or child, as the case may be, who is under his care, if the 
force does not exceed what is reasonable under the circumstances. 


In 1765, Blackstone, an English jurist and commentator on 
English law, summarized the delegation of parental authority to teachers 
as it applied to the laws of England when he wrote: 


- « . (The parent) may lawfully correct his child being under 
age, in a reasonable manner; for this is for the benefit of his 


1 ohne Criminal Code of Canada, Section 43, Revised Statutes of 
CatiatajaD. LIS: 
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education. . . . He may also delegate part of his parental autho- 
rity, during his life to the tutor or school master of his child; 
who is then in loco parentis, and has such a portion of the power 
of the parent committed to his charge, viz. that of restraint and 
correction, as may be necessary to answer the purpose for which 
he is employed. 4 

Section 43 of the Criminal Code of Canada is based on Blackstone's 
summary. 

Speaking of corporal punishment, in a book on the legal status 
of the Canadian public school pupil, Peter F. Bargen stated: 

There are two views commonly held on the subject of corporal 
punishment; one, that beating is a brutal and brutalizing punish- 
ment which ought under no circumstances to be inflicted; the other, 
that corporal punishment is a necessary process in the establish- 
ment of good character. As one Justice has stated, the latter 
view is usually indicated by the judge or magistrate when he 
remarks, "that he was beaten at school, the ase temes of course, 
being that the beating made him the fine fellow he is." 

In spite of the views held by many of this country's educators, 
on the subject of corporal punishment in schools, Section 43 of the 
Criminal Code of Canada explicitly refers to the use of such punishment 
providing it is "reasonable under the circumstances." However, the 
statute does not define what is meant by the term "reasonable" force 
and therefore the Courts have had to rely on precedent and the circum- 
stances related to individual cases in order to decide this question. 
By reviewing the decisions handed down by British, American, and 
Canadian Courts, Bargen summarized the principles and limitations as 


they relate to corporal punishment in Canadian schools, in the follow- 


ing manner: 


7Blackstone's Commentaries 452 and 453. Quoted in Rex v. 
Metcalfe, (1927) 3 Dominion Law Reports 194, p. 196. 


speter F. Bargen, The Legal Status of the Canadian Public School 
Pupil, (Toronto: The Macmillan Company of Canada Limited, 1961), p. 125. 
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1. The authority for inflicting punishment upon their pupils 
is discretionary to the teachers. 

2. Corporal punishment may be administered only in the teacher- 
pupil relationship. 

3. When corporal punishment is administered the Courts will 
presume that the teacher acted without criminal intent to injure, 
and the chastisement will be considered reasonable and for suffi- 
cient cause until the contrary is shewn. 

4. Punishment is considered reasonable when: 

a. It is for the purpose of correction and without malice. 

b. There is sufficient cause for punishment. 

c. It is not cruel nor excessive and leaves no permanent 
mark or injury. 

d. It is suited to the age and sex of the pupil. 

e. It is not protracted beyond the child's power of 
endurance, 

f. The instrument used for punishment is suitable. 

g. It does not endanger life, limbs, or health, or dis- 
figure the child. 

h. It is administered to an appropriate part of the child's 
anatomy .4 


In the Province of Alberta the statutes, prior to 1970, were 


silent on the question of corporal punishment. They are still silent 


in this regard, even though a new School Act came into force in 1970. 


This silence is understandable in view of the fact that provincial 


legislation cannot limit or extend powers granted by federal law. The 


Canadian Education Association, in its report on corporal punishment in 


Canadian schools, summarized the Alberta position on this issue when it 


said: 


The Department of Education has no stand with respect to 
corporal disciplinary actions in junior schools. There is no 
reference to how children shall be disciplined in schools in the 
departmental regulations or in the School Act. The Department 
takes the view that discipline is a matter for local administra- 
Elon. 


Thus, discipline is left to the teacher's discretion, within 


4tpid., pp. 128-129. 
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the limits established by law; that is, a teacher may use such 
discipline as would be employed by a wise and judicious parent. 


In February of 1973 the researcher received confirmation by 
telephone, from the Department of Education, that the Alberta position 
in this regard is still the same as had just been stated. 

As recently as August, 1971, the Edmonton Public School Board, 
in an interim edition of a Principal's Handbook, set out guidelines for 
principals to follow in the matter of corporal punishment. In this 
handbook the board said: 

Avoid corporal punishment except as a last resort. 

There is a growing public opposition to corporal punishment as 

a means of discipline. If corporal punishment is to be used as a 
last resort in disciplining the students it should be administered 
only by the teacher or principal in the principal's office where 
the instrument of punishment is the school strap applied to the 
hand of the pupil. At least one adult witness must be present who 
will certify in writing as to the nature and extent of the punish- 
ment. © 

As previously pointed out, the Alberta Department of Education 
has not established any guidelines on corporal punishment, nor does it 
wish to regulate in the matter of discipline. The Department of 
Education in this province is willing to delegate this responsibility 
to local boards. 

The Edmonton Public School Board attempts through regulations 
or guidelines, to limit the extent of corporal punishment to the 
"strapping" of pupils on the hands, and only to the extent approved by 


a anedaan Education Association, Information Bulletin: A Report 


on Corporal Punishment in Canadian Schools, (Toronto: Canadian Educa- 
tion Association, December, 1967), p. 3. 


Cramahten Public School Board, Principal's Handbook, August, 
Lo7 Ls 
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the principal. However, if realistic guidelines or regulations for 
corporal punishment are to be established, they should be consistent 
with the attitudes of pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators 


living in this last part of the twentieth century. 


Need for the Study 

These are times when people are searching for, and adopting new 
values. Values are affected by changing attitudes. And, if the present 
attitudes of pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators, toward cor- 
poral punishment, are to be identified, systematic research is necessary. 
Research is necessary because much lip service is being paid to the 
concept that those who are affected by educational decisions and poli- 
cies, should have a voice in the formulation of such decisions and 
policies. Because pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators are 
all affected, either directly or indirectly, by corporal punishment in 
schools, they should have some voice in the establishment of guidelines 
or regulations related to this matter. 

One might present the argument that Section 43 of the Criminal 

Code of Canada is clear in permitting corporal punishment in Canadian 
schools and therefore any regulations made by provincial or local 
authorities are null and void. On this issue Bargen wrote: 

It follows, then, that the use of force as a means of punish- 
ment falls within the jurisdiction of the Federal Government; and 
it is therefore beyond the jurisdiction of provincial legislation 
to forbid the use of reasonable force in disciplining a pupil. In 
addition, the term "reasonable under the circumstances" cannot be 
limited or extended by provincial legislatures since they have no 
authority to modify a federal statute. Provincial legislation 


would be questionable in view of the above-mentioned general powers 
granted by federal authority. Consequently the right to administer 
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reasonable corporal punishment of this kind is a criminal offence 
to be dealt with under the provisions of the Canadian Criminal 
Code. 
Earl A. Mansfield, as Director of Research for the Edmonton 
Public School System, when asked about the need for a study on corporal 


punishment in the public schools had this to say in correspondence with 


the researcher: 


Re: Study of Corporal Punishment in the Edmonton Public 
School System 


Further to your telephone call today, on the above-mentioned 
subject, please be advised that to the best of my knowledge no 
theses or dissertational studies have been conducted on this 
subject in our school system. 


In addition, I should state my opinion that such a study would 
be relevant and timely insofar as an examination of the incidence 
of corporal punishment is concerned and the related attitudes of 
teachers, pupils, and parents. This kind of information could be 
very valuable to school administrators and to those personnel 
charged with the responsibility of recommending policy and 
developing regulations concerned with student conduct and discip- 
tine. =. 

It would appear from what Bargen wrote on this topic and the 
quote from Mansfield that administrators would welcome information which 
would help them decide to what extent corporal punishment is supported 
or frowned upon by pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators, today. 
School board policy makers, perhaps, would also welcome such information 
in order to formulate realistic guidelines and regulations directed at 


corporal punishment. 


In addition, there may be a possibility that studies of this 


parsed op. cit., pp. P2o=2O.s 


erecter from Earl A. Mansfield, former Director of Research, 
Edmonton Public School Board, June 15, 1971. Dr. Mansfield is now 
Assistant Deputy Minister, Department of Manpower and Labour, Government 
of Alberta. 
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type could have some influence on future Federal Government decisions 


regarding Section 43 of the Canadian Criminal Code. 


II. RESEARCH PROBLEM 


The problem of this research was to determine the stated 
opinions of the four selected groups from 42 elementary and junior high 
schools in the Edmonton Public School System, toward corporal punishment 
in schools. These selected groups were: 

1. the pupils in Divisions II and III (grades 4 to 9 inclusive); 

2. thetparents,of pupils in Divisions II and III; 

3. the teachers of pupils in Divisions II and III; and 

4. the administrators (principals and assistant principals in 

schools from which the pupil, parent, and teacher samples 
were chosen. 

The study had the following subproblems: 

1. To compare the attitudes of the four groups toward: 

(a) the strapping of pupils in schools, 

(b) the strapping of pupils in an attempt to improve 
their behavior and/or achievement in school, 

(c) the notification of a pupil's parents subsequent to 
the strapping of a pupil, 

(ad) obtaining parental permission before strapping a 
pupil, and 

(e) the extent of strapping being administered to the 
pupils in the Edmonton Public School System. 


2. To determine the extent of grudge holding by those who had 
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been strapped in school, against those who decided to have 
them strapped. 
To determine the extent to which strapping of pupils is 
done in the Edmonton Public School System. 
To determine the extent of corporal punishment of pupils in 
the Edmonton Public School System, by means other than the 
SreieeyOe, 
To determine the extent to which any form of corporal 
punishment in schools is supported by teachers, parents, 
and administrators. 
To determine the extent to which parents, teachers, and 
administrators administer corporal punishment to their 
children at home. 
To determine at what age teachers, parents, and administra- 
tors feel that corporal punishment of boys and girls should 
cease at home. 
To compare the stated attitudes of the following subgroups, 
toward corporal punishment in schools: 

(a) males and females in each group, 

(b) parents of various occupational groups, ethnic 

origins, and religious backgrounds, 

(c) working mothers and non-working mothers, 

(d) pupils in Divisions IT and III, and 

(e) teachers and administrators of various age groups, 

years of teacher education, levels of work and length 


of employment with the Edmonton Public School Board. 
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Definition of Terms 


The following definitions were selected for terms that will be 


used throughout this study. 


Corporal punishment. The use of force by way of correction 
toward a pupil, in a teacher-pupil relationship. This 
definition is derived from Section 43 of the Criminal Code 
of Canada. 


Strapping. A means of corporal punishment administered to the 
palms of the hands of a pupil, by means of a regulation 
Strap. 


Regulation strap. According to the Administrative Regulations 
issued by the Edmonton Public School Board, a regulation 


strap for pupils of grades 1 to 5 inclusive, must not be more 
than 15 inches long, 1-1/2 inches wide, and 1/8 of an inch 
thick. For pupils in grade 6 or higher, it must not be more 
than 19 inches long, 2-1/2 inches wide, and 1/4 of an inch 
thick. 


Pupil. For the purpose of this research a pupil is a child 
registered and attending school in Divisions II or III 
(grades 4 to 9 inclusive) in the Edmonton Public School 
System. 

Parent. A parent or guardian of a pupil as defined above. 


Teacher. A teacher employed by the Edmonton Public School Board 
forethe purpose), ofpninstructingj{pupilisfin Diwisionyliger Lit. 


Administrator. A principal or assistant principal employed by 
the Edmonton Public School Board and actively in charge of 
an Edmonton Public School in which Division II and/or 
Division III pupils are instructed. 

Assumptions 

The following assumptions apply to this study: 

1. that the principals, as professional people, would super- 
vise the administration of the questionnaires in their 
schools according to the guidelines established by the 
researcher, 


2. that the parents selected to be involved in the research 
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10 
would fully cooperate with the researcher by completing the 
research instrument, and 

3. that the responses of the participants would yield data 


which would be suitable for analysis by the researcher. 


Limitations 

Because this study investigates the attitudes of selected groups 
of individuals from selected schools in the Edmonton Public School Sys- 
tem, it had the following limitations: 

1. It was limited to the upper elementary and junior high 
school students (grades 4 to 9 inclusive) in 42 participa- 
ting schools. 

2. It was limited to parents of the students in the student- 
sample. 

3. It was limited to the teachers and administrators in the 
participating schools. 

4, The 20 junior high schools selected for the study were only 
about one-half of the junior high schools in the Edmonton 
Public School System. 

5. The 22 elementary schools selected for the study were about 
one-fifth of the elementary schools in the Edmonton Public 


School System. 


III. METHODOLOGY 


Instrumentation 


The three instruments used were developed by adopting a method 


ange 
ca _ 
rh En. 


equoxp botooloz: 3o/ ashuststs odd he 
saya Looroe viidu’ nodnemba odd: ee ae 


> i 


Apist stoinut pak pnete ia, b a Saw 


y 91 
regksidasg Sb nt (ovieufont 2 of” aero ae 3 sind e Loose 
ene he - 

-jasbuse ont nt edtobude oft to ednetsg of betinkt exw 32 4S $ ~ 


old mt exossxteinimbs bus exsioses siz oF bes met gow sl «E 


ae 


wae ‘ 


.aloorge isagiolIssg, . 7 
ee 
yino sx9W vous aif ye ekg £ 0S” ab 
wo ee 
mosnombs oft ni eldodse bddlechye wit! site to ted. a ne 
AY yx a oat ‘ shit ! . 
dvods. stew youge eds 10% ae este Tac &S het 


vELdvd nodnombd adt at eloodre nape add 6 ree 


ii 
similar*to*that used~ by Hand? in designing his questionnaires. The 
researcher then administered the pupil-questionnaire to a group of 
randomly selected Division II and III pupils who were not a part of 
the pupil-sample used in the research. These pupils encountered no 
difficulty in following the oral and written instructions on how to 
complete the research instrument. Because of this, the instrument was 
considered acceptable for use with those pupils, parents, teachers, and 


administrators who would be involved in the research. 


The Samples 


The samples which represented the pupil-group, the parent-group, 
the teacher-group, and the administrator-group, were selected from 22 
elementary and 20 junior high schools in the Edmonton Public School 
System. The schools that participated were obtained by selecting every 
fifth elementary and every second junior high school, from the 1972 
School Directory issued by the Edmonton Public School Board. The 
samples for this investigation were obtained by selecting six pupils, 
six parents, two teachers, and one administrator from each of the 42 
participating schools, to provide samples of 252 pupils, 252 parents, 
84 teachers, and 42 administrators. Chapter III provides a detailed 
account of how these samples were selected from each appropriate popu- 


lation. 


Data Collection 


The principals in the participating schools were contacted by 


the researcher, by telephone, to acquaint them with the purpose of the 


eHarola C. Hand, What People Think About Their Schools, (New 
York: World Book Company, 1948), pp. 153-219. 
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research and to solicit their support and cooperation. Each principal 
agreed to accept the responsibility of administering the questionnaires 
to all those persons in his school, who were selected as part of total 
sample. The principals also agreed to accept the responsibility of 
returning the completed instruments, in sealed envelopes, to the 


researcher for analysis. 


Data Analysis 


Data from the completed questionnaires were processed to pro- 
duce the necessary cross-tabulations and chi-square tests of signifi- 
cance. The level of significance chosen was P = 0.05 in order that the 
Significant differences between samples could be attributed to dif- 
ferences in populations. The responses from all the items which yielded 
results at the 0.05 level, using the chi-square test, were analysed to 


determine the findings of this study. 


IV. ORGANIZATION OF THE THESIS 


This chapter has presented, (1) an introduction to the problem, 
(2) the need for the study, (3) the research problem and subproblems 
which were investigated, (4) the definition of terms, (5) the assump- 
tions, and (6) the outline of the methodology. 

Chapter II reviews the related literature. It includes, (1) a 
brief history of corporal punishment in schools, and (2) the legal 
status of corporal punishment in schools. Most of the literature 
relates to Canada, Britain, and the United States. 

The third chapter is concerned with the methodology used in the 


study and consists of five sections. The first deals with the 
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1s 
instrumentation; the second, with the population; the third, with the 
sample; the fourth, with the collection of the data; and the fifth, with 
the analysis of data yielded by the research instrument. 
The fourth chapter presents and discusses the findings of the 
study, while the last chapter deals with the conclusions and recommenda- 


tions derived from this study. 


_ ra | Ayes 
Tere al gress. 
| peeonremir 


Pe a 
aii a ae atte 
at ae 


es? A teen 


> ee 7 - 


- Ms 


- A 


CHAPTER If 
RELATED LITERATURE 


The terms "discipline" and "corporal punishment" are sometimes 
used interchangeably, therefore some clarification of these terms is 
necessary for the purpose of this research. In an Alberta Teachers' 
Association publication titled Classroom Discipline, Clarke listed four 
major meanings of discipline as defined in a good dictionary. The 
meanings given are: 

The treatment suited to a disciple or learner, to educate, to 
develop the faculties by instruction and exercise, e.g., "Mr. Chips 
has a disciplined mind," where discipline means education. 

Training to act in accordance with established rules, accustom- 
ing to systematic and regular action; drill, e.g., "Miss White's 
students pass out books, assemble and dismiss, with perfect discip- 
line," where discipline means order. 

Subjection to rule, submissiveness to order and control, con- 
trol, habit of obedience, e.g., "The rules of behavior are observed 
by students in Miss Green's well disciplined class," where discip- 
line means obedience. 

Correction, chastisement influenced by way of training and cor- 


rection, hence training through suffering, e.g., "Miss Black had to 
discipline him, where discipline means punishment.1 


One can readily see that the two meanings which indicate that 
discipline means education or order, do not imply method. The other 
two meanings which refer to discipline as obedience or punishment 
indicate the imposition of the will of one person upon another. It is 


when discipline means punishment, that it may mean corporal punishment. 


toeantey C. T. Clarke, Classroom Discipline, The Alberta 
Teachers' Association, Improvement of Instruction Series No. 8 
(Edmonton: The Alberta Teachers' Association, 1968), p. l. 
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Corporal punishment, as defined in Chapter I, is the use of 
force by way of correction toward a pupil, ina teacher-pupil relation- 
ship. Perhaps in simpler terms, corporal punishment means the correc- 
tion or training of pupils through externally imposed physical suffering. 
The review of the literature for this research relates only to this 


form of punishment. 


THE HISTORY OF CORPORAL PUNISHMENT 


In reviewing the history of corporal punishment, an attempt is 
made to point out; (1) the psychology related to the use of corporal 
punishment; (2) the historical beginnings of corporal punishment; 

(3) the influence of Christianity on attitudes toward the use of cor- 
poral punishment; and (4) a brief history of corporal punishment in 


British, American and Canadian schools. 


The Psychology of Corporal Punishment 


Psychology, as the science of behavior, has attempted to provide 


us with the reasons why man resorts to corporal punishment. George 


Ryley Scott in his book, The History of Corporal Punishment, identified 


several such reasons. The first of these is man's inherent cruelty. 
To support this premise, Scott wrote: 


Man is cruel. He has always been cruel. He is cruel to every- 
thing which he considers inferior to himself. He is cruel to both 
his fellow men and animals. The advance of civilization has not 
resulted in man losing his capacity and appetite for cruelty: it 
has merely directed both into fresh channels, or camouflaged them, 
or temporarily subjugated them. The delight which man experiences 
in persecuting others shows itself today in various forms; and where 
physical persecution is impossible, psychological persecution takes 
its place. The fact that a barbaric act is practised under the 
aegis of justice, and the additional fact that it is conceived to 
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be fit punishment for the crime, do not alter or in any way mitigate 
its basic cruelty.2 


The lasting impression that pain leaves on man's memory was 
given as a second reason for the use of corporal punishment. Scott 
stated that such punishment or fear of punishment, makes man remember to 
keep his promises to man and his covenants with his god. The ambivalence 
of pleasure and pain was given as the third reason for such punishment. 
Physical punishment is known to stimulate sexual desire in some people, 
and the accompanying pain results in pleasure. A fourth reason cited by 
Scott is the use of corporal punishment to maintain justice. This, he 
stated, may be cruelty and revenge masquerading as justice because of 
the inherent sadism in some people. And lastly, he referred to the 
superstitious belief that pain has a curative or medicinal value. 
Throughout the ages, and perhaps even today, examples of such a belief 
may be found. It is a well known fact that women's posteriors have been 
whipped in order’ to help them in the delivery of Sharan 

In the past half century or so, a number of theories of punish- 
ment have been put forth. These theories apply to all forms of punish- 
ment and therefore are applicable to corporal punishment. Boe and 
ence ha stated that these theories might more properly be called hypo- 
theses because they have not been elaborated as fully as might be 


expected. Their research pointed out that it has been difficult to 


“George Ryley Scott, The History of Corporal Punishment, 
(London: RK. W. Laurie, 1938), p. 3. 
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eeriina E. Boe and Russell M. Church, Punishment: Issues and 
Experiments, (New York: Appleton-Century Crofts, Division of Meredith 
Corporation, 1968), p. 85. 
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17 
design experiments which could yield data that support a certain hypo- 
thesis, to the exclusion of all others. Usually several of these hypo- 
theses can explain some major phenomena of punishment. The hypotheses 
referred to have been identified by Boe and Church as follows: 

The Negative Law of Effect. Rhowidkkens at first, believed 
that punishment produced unlearning or an undoing of learned bonds. In 
1932, however, he rejected this hypothesis and substituted for it a 
competing skeletal and emotional response hypothesis. He then believed 
that such responses interfere with punished responses and thereby reduce 
their strength. 

The Competing Skeletal Hypothesis. cane in 1934, elabor- 
ated on Thorndike's hypothesis. He believed that punishment reduces the 
strength of the punished response if it produces a response which is 
incompatible with the punished response, but that it strengthens the 
punished response if it produces a response which is compatible with it. 

The Fear Hypothesis. Thorndike believes that punishment can 
elicit emotional reactions. eiiuarie tte aig) AuSs/S = feligyel msyeste in 1944, 
elaborated on this belief. They believed that punishment can result in 
fear which is usually incompatible with the punished response and hence 


reduces its strength. 
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The Avoidance Hypothesis. In 1960, aver en took the fear hypo- 
thesis one step further. He believed that fear becomes conditioned to 
stimuli present during punishment and that fear elicited during sub- 
sequent tendencies toward punished behavior provides an aversive drive 
which is reduced when responses such as withdrawal responses are emitted. 
Incompatible responses are thus reinforced which cause the punished 
response to diminish in strength. 

; : 10 

The Escape Hypothesis. In 1963, Fowler and Miller, proposed 
that responses near the end of the punishment are reinforced by escape 
from the punishing stimulus and that they interfere with the punished 
response if they are incompatible with it, thus reducing it. 

The Discriminating Hypothesis. According to this hypothesis, if 
punishing stimuli have been correlated with nonreinforcement, response 
rate should decrease. But, if punishment reinstates conditions of re- 
inforcement, response rate should increase. The research of Holz and 

le, ; ; 
Azrin in 1961, and 1962 supports this hypothesis. 

These discriminatory properties of punishment may be an explana- 

tion for a number of ambiguous findings in experiments on punishment. 
; 12 ' f 
According to Parke and Walters there iS a growing awareness 


that the varied effects of punishment are dependent on such parameters 


Spiepks bei oe 


Eero aGr 


Barpidee (hq asWlp 


eae D. Parke and Richard H. Walters, Some Factors Influencing 
the Efficacy of Punishment Training for Inducing Response Inhibition, 
(Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 1967), pp. 1-5. 
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19 
as intensity, timing, frequency, and consistency; the strength and nature 
of the response that is punished; the nature of the noxious stimulus; the 
affectional and/or status relationship between the agent and recipient 
of punishment; and the sequencing of rewards and punishments. Their 
review of the literature points out the results of experiments related 
to some of these parameters. 

In the case of timing, they report experimental evidence which 
indicates that the earlier the punishment for undesirable behavior takes 
place, the more effective it is in suppressing such behavior in the 
future. With regard to the intensity of punishment, they point out 
evidence which indicates that variations in the intensity of punishment 
produce changes in the effect of punishment on behavior. Punishment at 
low levels of intensity may serve as an intensifier or reinforcer of the 
punished response. More severe punishment may result in a temporary sup- 
pression of a punished response or even a complete recovery. Still more 
severe punishment may produce a more enduring suppression, followed by a 
complete suppression. They also point to evidence which supports the 
belief that punishment by a loving and warm parent is more effective than 
that by a cold and hostile one. The reason given for this is that punish- 
ment by a warm parent not only is a negative reinforcer but also symbol- 
izes a withdrawal of affection. 

According to Bandura mild aversive punishments lose their 
effect. To be continually effective, a punishment must be almost trau- 
matic to combat the effects of lack of reinforcement and lack of rewarded 


alternatives. 


Ser t Bandura, Principles of Behavior Modification, (New York: 
Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1969), p. 36. 
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Redl and Wattenberg stated the following with respect to corporal 
punishment of children: 
In view of the high risk of undesirable results, punishment 
should be employed rarely and then only with the greatest caution. 
As a very minimum it should be clear in our minds what we hope to 
accomplish. This means that there should be some solid reason for 
believing a particular child really benefits from it. Too often 
the decision is made on the spur of the moment because a teacher 
just can no longer stand a type of conduct or the personality of a 
particular offender. In truth, the real purpose is to relieve the 
teacher or parent. 
The Historical Beginnings of Corporal Punishment 
According to Scott there seems to be no way of knowing when 
flogging as a form of punishment first began. It is much older than 
Civilization and was probably universal among all primitive people. The 
earliest historical records indicate the popularity and universal use of 
corporal punishment. The Old Testament contains all the evidence one 
needs to show that this form of punishment was widely employed by the 
Hebrews and the Egyptians. According to the laws of Moses, as many as 
40 strokes of the rod could be given to those condemned as being wicked. 
Punishment, even for trivial offences, was extremely severe. This was 
true among the Romans, the Germans, the French, the British, the 
Russians, the Chinese, as well as among people in other countries during 
their early history. During the time of Jesus the whip was a favourite 
instrument of punishment among the Romans. The Apostles were all whipped 
at one time or another. And so was Jesus whipped before his crucifixion. 
Also, Jesus whipped the money changers in a temple in Jerusalem. When 


Christianity replaced the sadistic savagery of Jehovah, there was some 


ePrice Redl and William W. Wattenberg, Mental Hygiene in 


Teaching, (New York: Harcourt, Brace and Company, 1951), p. 307. 


Sacingst a sidlesed raber <a sant ott ae 


& Io Wdilenoaiag sid Xo 2>NbaoD to beg is 
eit aveltox ot ef secqaud Ieex orld \Aduyd m1 gobo 


wat 
yer’ to. ios 


retw patwont to yaw on sd 6d amese sxdit tt002 o3 patito 5A 


eared 
asit teblo doum ef 31 .neped Jaxi? Jaemieiavg to mot 6 26 patppots 
‘ ney 


on’! .slaosq ovisiminy ILe pnoms Learevinu yidsdoyg esw bis nolissstiivio 
F a 


to eau ([seisviny Sos yiiueluaog edt sdeoibat abropex Isatroseia ee a 


ao sonebtve sr Ils entsines gnemstesT BLO oft .4+nendatany —- 
arid yd beyotqme yiebiw asw tnesmiainiq to mint elds Jedd wortle oF abeon 
Oe AOE 

26 Ynem 2s veseck to awal sit oF aes i <acpictqups edt Bas —— 
-boAniw prnted 26 banmebros waits on haved ad Giyop Bo edt to. aiean a 


y= 
aaw aidT .9xevoe YLouexIxs abw .,agonelttoa Latviud x0} neve » tromede best 


20; 08 
edt (Het Pa ai? ,donest of9 yanémied sft ,ansmed ems eaams bangin 

patsawh esixsinsos xejo ni ofqosq proms as [low as \snenidd efd ,anskeaml 
etiivove?. § esw qinw sit evast 2G" Smi¢ orld enfigd .yxodeid ving all 
baqqidw iis eoraw asiteogA sAT .ansuwod oft prom Jnemdetnug Ro patra 
Moixitiouxo ain etelted beqginw eveel asw on SoA .xoptome so amit ono +6 
aetW .mefsanss= ai siqied 6 of axepasdo ysnom aft begyicw avast ai 
amo Rew sxed} ,Asvorist to yropaver oidethsa sdt _— vaineidenst> 


a : 


2. 
evidence of a slight decline or lessening of corporal punishment. How- 
ever, much of the severity of such punishment still remained. Under the 
Czars of Russia, whipping was more widely used and more savagely in- 
flicted than in any other country in the world. China was a close 
second in this regard. Britain, Germany, France, Australia, and the 
United States were not too far behind either 

Scott classified corporal punishment into two categories. The 
first was the penal whipping of thieves, prostitutes, slaves, servants, 
men in the armed forces, and children in the home and in the school. 

The second category was the religious whipping which included punishment 
as penance, as a means of suppressing heresy, as a method of inducing 


the fear of God, and as a way of maintaining discipline in monasteries 


; ols 
and nunneries. 


Punishment and Christianity 


Because Christianity has had such a profound influence on people, 
ey Fes reasonable to expect that its teachings have had an influence on 
people's attitudes toward corporal punishment. According to Moberly, 
Christianity might have been expected to support the abolition of such 
punishment or at least to help lessen its use. "The forgiveness of sins," 
an article of the Christian creed, leads one to believe that God does not 
treat sinners with hostility. Through forgiveness, he wishes them to 
turn away from their wickedness. However, in traditional Christianity 
there are some inconsistencies. For example, while men are given the 


moh aan op. cit., pp. 33-156. 
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Opportunities to repent and amend because of the remission won by the act 
of God in Christ, those who do not take advantage of this provision will 
be punished severely when they fall into the hands of the Living God. So 
it seems that modern reforms in the practice of corporal punishment do 
not stem from Christian inspiration. In fact, humanitarian reformers 
often criticize Christianity for providing a negative influence on such 
movements toward Paeeres 

Scott indicated that teachers of religion, and the clergy called 
upon the birch to help them ram their arguments home. If children sang 
badly at prayers or fell asleep, the prior or master stripped them to 
their shirts and flogged them severely. The Holy Inquisition, particu- 
larly in Spain, was known for its brutal punishments throughout the known 
world. Church confessors inflicted corporal punishment as penance for 
the commission of sins. Monasteries and nunneries used it for maintain- 
ing discipline. Christ used it to chase the money changers out of a 
temple. Any many Christians, including numerous saints, inflicted self- 
punishment in order to develop a fear of God and thus to suppress the 
desire to commit sin. The foregoing information seems to show that 
Christianity, at least up to the twentieth century, had not contributed 
toward any reforms in the matter of corporal Ponennen elas 
History of Corporal Punishment in British, American, and Canadian 

Schools 
Corporal punishment in the school has a long history. Solomon 


expressed one of the earlier theories regarding such punishment when he 


Age iy Walter Moberly, Ethics of Punishment, (London: Faber and 
Faber, 1968), pp. 66-67. 


 SeoLe, op. cit., pp- 111-134. 
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said, "foolishness is bound up in the heart of a child; but the rod of 


correction shall drive it far from fine Cer He also said, "In the lips 


of him that hath discernment wisdom is found; but a rod is for him that 


: ae . 20 
is void in understanding." The following quotation from Scott is a 


further indication that corporal punishment has been practiced in schools 


for many centuries: 


With the widespread popularity of whipping as a form of punish- 
ment for transgressors, and as a means of deterring others from 
committing crime in adult life, it was only to be expected that the 
whip should rank as an admirable instrument for the correction of 
children. Solomon's dictum: "He that spareth the rod hateth his 
son; but he that loves him chastises him betimes;" and his admoni- 
tion: "Withhold not correction from the child; for if thou beatest 
him with the rod, he shall not die. Thou shalt beat him with the 
rod and shalt deliver his soul from hell," were acted upon to the 
letter by parents all over the world, and the maxim, "Spare the rod 
and spoil the child," was accepted and considered to constitute full 
and complete justification for flagellating children of both sexes 
right through the ages until comparatively recent times - so recent, 
indeed, that within memories of people of the present day who have 
at any rate, reached middle age, must be vivid recollections of the 
sting of the birch or the cane. 


In the olden days boys and girls both, of working-class parent- 
age, were flogged by their parents at home, and by their employers 
at work; while children of the aristocracy received their floggings 
at the hands of their governesses or private tutors, and later at 
school. Even so long ago as the days of Ancient Greece, pretty 
nearly a couple of thousand years ago, if history does not lie, the 
schoolmaster used the birch as an instrument of instruction. Homer 
was flogged by his tutor; so was Horace; and so no doubt were all 
those who went to school at all.21 


For the purpose of this research, a brief history of corporal 


punishment in British, American, and Canadian schools will be presented. 
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ipsa op. cit., pp. 94-95. 
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In British Schools. Scott pointed out that the birching of boys 
had been inseparable from the discipline of most British schools since 
their origin to the beginning of the twentieth century. Britain's 
reputation for school floggings was equalled only by that of Germany. 
British teachers were referred to as "“bum-bruisers." Brinsley, Locke, 
Dr. Johnston, and Coleridge were among those who not only supported 
corporal punishment strongly but also attributed much of their success to 
the floggings they had received. Eton, Rugby, Winchester, Shrewsburry, 
Westminster, Merchant Taylor's and many other institutions of learning 
were all known for their use of the cane or the birch. In 1699, a 
Scottish schoolmaster named Robert Carmichael beat one of his scholars so 
severely that the boy died immediately after the punishment was inflicted. 
For this the schoolmaster was convicted of murder and sentenced to seven 
lashes and banishment from Scotland for life. Floggings appear to have 
been looked upon as a panacea for all breaches of discipline. And so, 
for centuries corporal punishment went on without abatement in British 
schools.*~ 

However, the popular use of caning and birching in British schools 
was not entirely without opposition. Erasmus opposed it and almost dis- 
continued his studies because of the severe beating he had received. 
Rabelais described the scholars at Montague College as being treated like 
dogs. Letters to popular magazines, during the middle of the nineteenth 
century, indicated a growing opposition to the flagellation of girls. 
Because of this opposition and the growth of Victorian prudery, birching 


was abandoned to a great extent in British schools during the middle of 


22rpid., pp. 95-100. 
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25 
the nineteenth century. People frowned on the exposure of the naked 
body. They considered it indecent and immoral, particularly in the case 
of girls. The Puritans, who did not wish to abandon corporal punishment, 
substituted hand-caning for bum-bruising. + 

To some extent at least, Solomon's dictum appeared to be losing 
its authority. New theories of punishment were being evolved. The 
stress shifted from punishment for wrong doing to punishment as a deter- 
rent or for a reformatory purpose. This preventive theory gained wide 
political acceptance in Britain. It was also widely accepted by teachers 
and parents, and this resulted in some lessening in the frequency and the 
severity of corporal punishment. But teachers still favored the use of 
such punishment to maintain social discipline and to discourage the re- 
currence of breaches of school rules. It was used to reform "the culprit" 
and also as a deterrent to others. However, many teachers discovered 
that good teaching and healthy outlets for the undesirable boyhood 
impulses, in games and other types of physical exertion, decreased the 
need for physical Paciietnen ee 

During the earlier part of the twentieth century, there was a 
further decline of corporal punishment in British schools. In fact, it 
was believed by many that the pendulum had swung too drastically to the 
other side. The laws, however, still permitted caning and it was 
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resorted to if all other means of maintaining discipline failed. 
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In 1971, Gordon Pape, a reporter for Southam News Services, in 
an article titled, "Crime at Schools Startles Britain," indicated that 
there was a real concern on the part of teachers, parents, and Members of 
Parliament regarding the upswing of crime in Britain's schools. He stated 
that the "rapid decline of corporal punishment may be a Paceorea: 

In Cardiff, Wales, corporal punishment was banned in 1968. This 
ban resulted in strong protests by parents and teachers. It also resulted 
in a rapid increase of crime among juveniles. Within two months the ban 
was lifted. In 1971, the Inner London Education Authority banned the 
cane in all the schools under its jurisdiction. This action also resulted 
in protests, particularly by headmasters and teachers. They felt that a 
decrease in the use of corporal punishment was in order but that the 
authority to use it under special circumstances should remain. They also 
felt that the promise of increased supportive services and smaller classes 
would not really remedy all discipline probiemet cy 

In 1972, Edinburgh's primary schools banned the cane. Other local 
authorities were planning restrictions on the use of the cane in the 
infant schools, and those for the physically and mentally handicapped. 

It appears, then, that there is a trend in Britain to lessen or totally 
abolish corporal punishment in schools. But there is still a great deal 
of opposition to this trend by parents and teachers. The government has 
not shown any inclination to interfere in this matter and therefore the 
local authorities will have to find solutions to the problems and regulate 


erie Edmonton Journal, December 10, 1971, p. 4. 
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the use of such punishment according to popular demand. Perhaps various 
parts of the country will arrive at different solutions and changes will 
not be uniform: 7° 

In American Schools. Corporal punishment in what is now the 

United States of America dates back to the early Colonial Period of that 
country. Because most of the early settlers in the United States came 
from Britain, it may be assumed that they brought with them not only their 
religious beliefs, but also certain acquired attitudes toward corporal 
punishment in schools. Herbert A. Falk reviewed the social interpreta- 
tion of the theory and social practice of corporal punishment in the 
schools of the United States. He stated the following: 

The theory of the rod, "as a desirable and necessary instrument 
of restraint upon sin and immorality" and "as an aid to learning" 
has persisted through the vicissitudes of nearly three thousand 
years of men's history. Today we still find it entrenched in the 
common law of the school. Corporal punishment in the school has 
legal sanction in all but one of our states (New Jersey), and in 
Delaware flogging is still a legal form of punishment. 29 

In his study of a corporal punishment in the United States, Falk 

first reviewed the Colonial Period, secondly, the period following the 
American Revolution, thirdly, the period following the Civil War, and 
lastly, the earlier decades of the twentieth century. A short summary 
of each of these periods is presented. 

During the Colonial Period in American history, the theory and 

practice relative to corporal punishment in the schools was consistent 


with the theory and practice on which American society functioned. The 


gee Times Educational Supplement, (London) April 7, 1972, p. 8. 
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American Colonies were under strong British rule and democracy, as we 
know it today, was non-existent. The colonists were forced to accept the 
rule of a British monarch. They were not involved in the government 
ae 5 ; 30 
decision-making process in any way. 

To describe the severity of corporal punishment during the Colo- 
nial Period, Falk quoted the following from Chitwood's History of Colonial 
America: 

School discipline was unnecessarily severe. Not only were boys 
flogged and punished in other cruel ways, but initiative and innocent 
self-expression on the part of the pupils were rigorously suppressed. 
In an age when grownups were forced to accept ready-made opinions it 
could hardly be expected that schoolboys would be allowed to act or 
think except along the lines marked out for them by their elders. 

The schools in New England, therefore, were not an agency for giving 
the mind of the youth a larger freedom, but rather an instrument used 


by leaders for fastening upon it the fetters of a narrow conventional 
orthodoxy. 31 


There seems to be no doubt that corporal punishment played a 
major role in the control of students in the schools during the Colonial 
Period of American’ History. 

During the period from the American Revolution to the Civil War, 
according to Falk, it appeared as if the idea of democracy would provide 
a new motive for education to replace the religious motive which pre- 
viously existed. The old doctrine which held that pupil control could 
be maintained only by force, moral or physical, was replaced by a new 
doctrine which stated that man was a rational being endowed with natural 
rights and an innate sense of justice. It was generally believed that 


liberty could only be safe in the hands of the people themselves and that 
raphy aatee 


31 bid., p. 48. 
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universal education was a necessary safeguard to democracy. 


But in spite of the good intentions, education lagged behind 
social progress which pointed towards "liberty and the pursuit of happi- 
ness." There was little change in the status of corporal punishment in 
the schools. The following account seems to indicate this: 

A Swabian schoolmaster, by the name of Hauberle, reported the 
punishments which he inflicted during his fifty-one years and seven 
months as a teacher. The list included 911,527 blows with the cane, 
12,400 blows with a rod, 20,989 blows with a ruler, 126,715 blows 
with the hand, 12,235 blows on the ear, 1,115,800 raps on the head, 
and 22,763 note benes with the Bible, grammar, and other books. 
Other methods of corporal punishment included kneeling on peas (777 


instances), and kneeling on a triangular block of wood (613 in- 
stances) ,33 


This may or may not have been typical of all schoolmasters of 
this period in American history, but historians indicate that cruel 
punishments were the rule, rather than the exception. Corporal punish- 
ment was so well rooted in religious tradition which maintained that man 
was cruel by nature, that such punishment was considered necessary for 
immediate results, and to build character. Throughout this era, then, 
the rod was still the emblem of authority in the school. 

From the Civil War to the beginning of the twentieth century the 
tendency to use corporal punishment as a last resort was noticeably 
accelerated. Falk attributed this to the increased acceleration of 
social changes which left a mark on the character of the nation. The 
courts began to hand down more humane decisions in cases which involved 


criminal law. More cities prohibited the use of corporal punishment in 


32 tyid., pp. 69-71. 
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their prisons. Regulations to limit its use were set up by other cities, 
and a more apologetic attitude was noted in those who defended the use 
of the oseay es 

But once again, corporal punishment remained a part of school 
discipline. The public, in general, did not object to it. The use of 
the rod was still eloquently defended by some who reiterated the authori- 
tarian conception of society, the religious sanction of the rod, and the 
belief in a retributive justice as part of the divine plan. It was also 
noted that progress toward the elimination of corporal punishment was not 
due to the initiative of the teaching profession, but rather as a result 
of a changed social situation and the pressure of groups outside the 
Seal 

Falk evaluated the practice and the opinions favoring corporal 
punishment during the earlier decades of the twentieth century through 
research. He found that its practice and the attitudes favoring it were 
declining. Corporal punishment was more limited, more regulated, and 
less frequent, but it still existed due to a cultural lag. He concluded 
that the abolition of such punishment would depend on special legislation, 
an increase in social intelligence, and on a better prepared teaching 
profession. These, he reasoned, were mutually complementary factors in 
the abolition of corporal punishment in een oo ee 

During the period which followed World War II, a review of the 


literature indicates that numerous studies related to corporal punishment 
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31 
in American schools had been conducted. A selected number of these are 
referred to in this chapter. Paul Nash stated that since the last world 
conflict, there had been a revival of interest in corporal punishment as 
a means of pupil control in the public schools of the United States. 
According to Nash, two-thirds of the teachers and administrators polled 
in a 1956 survey favored the use of such punishment in schools. 

A nationwide sampling of American administrators' opinions by 
Nation's Schools in July of 1956, showed that 72 percent of the respond- 
ents favored corporal punishment in the public schools. It also showed 
that 69 percent of the school boards favored such pun ehnenee 

In September of 1963, the National Education Association Journal 
attempted to show that opinions on the use of corporal punishment vary 
widely. This journal quoted President John F. Kennedy as saying: 

beiseanerreel to think about our own children, and we are rather 

reluctant to see other people administering punishment to them. So 
I would not be for corporal punishment in the school, but I would 
be for very strong discipline at home so we don't place an unfair 
burden on our teachers.39 

It also quoted the opinion of John A. R. Wilson, Associate Pro- 
fessor of Education, University of California, Santa Barbara. His 
opinion toward corporal punishment in schools was favorable and may be 
summarized as follows: 


Often times a choice will have to be made between expulsion for 
the good of the group as a whole and corporal punishment as a drastic 


a SAE Nash, "Corporal Punishment in an Age of Violence," 


Educational Theory, October, 1963, pp. 295-308. 


seNaaion' a Senools, July, 1956, pp. 5/-565. 


NER bor al Punishment", National Education Association Journal, 
September, 1963, pp. 18-20. 
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substitute. When the latter decision is made, the reason behind it 
explained, and a friendly hand offered after it is over, a boy who 
is headed for trouble can many times be turned in his tracks. If 
the corporal punishment fails, expulsion is still possible; when it 
succeeds, improvement begins sooner and it is more lasting. A boy's 
life is important to all of us and especially to him. Sometimes 
desperate measures are needed to save it for him.409 


Francis Keppel, the United States Commissioner of Education, was 
quoted in 1953, as saying: 


My own feeling ... is that the best place for discipline of 
that sort (corporal punishment) is in the American home and not in 
the school. I know perfectly well that situations arise, particu- 
larly in the cities, where the principal presiding officer of the 
building should have such authority but I am not in favor of giving 
it wholesale to teachers.41 


And lastly, the National Education Association Journal quoted the 
opinion of James M. Spinning, former Superintendent of Schools, Rochester, 
New York. His opinion was less favorable than that of Wilson. He said: 


Yes, I'm opposed to corporal punishment in the schools. But 
I'm in favor of the legal right of the school to use it if the power 
is hedged with decent restraints as to the nature and degree. 


Except, where emergency conditions demand instant action, I 
believe that only the principal should inflict the punishment, and 
then in the presence of official witnesses, preferably including one 
from the home. But the teacher should be free to act when he, any 
member of his flock, or the culprit is put in instant and serious 
danger. 


That way teachers are protected against the wayout youngster who 
sneers, “Ifyou ‘touch me, T*1ll* ‘have you ‘arrested’. "Yah! "s) School 
boards are protected against the one case in a thousand that none of 
us can forsee where swift physical action is the only way to prevent 
Mayhem or worse. 


I believe the public schools should have the authority to admin- 
ister corporal punishment but never, or at least considerably less 
than seldom, employ it.42 


40 iaws p. 20. 
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Larson and Karpas pointed out that there was evidence of a great 
deal of controversy over the use of corporal punishment in schools and a 
growing trend to resort to a greater use of it as a partial answer to 
child delinquency. They found that in almost all the assault and battery 
charges brought against teachers, the decisions favored the teachers, if 
the punishment inflicted was not unreasonable, excessive, or malicious. 
‘They also found reasons to believe that some pupils show a favorable 
change in their overt behavior after corporal punishment. One Ohio 
superintendent said that in the 33 years he had spent in education he had 
never had to whip a youngster but that he didn't want to take the privi- 
lege away from any teacher who felt that there was no other way to handle 
some specific problem. Numerous studies indicated that a majority of 
superintendents were in favor of some form of corporal Pandata nea 

In the spring of 1969, the National Education Association 
Research Division conducted a nationwide sample survey of public school 
teachers in the United States. In this survey the question asked was: 


Do you favor judicious use of corporal punishment as a dis- 
ciplinary measure in a school? 


The data from this survey were compared with the data obtained 
in a similar survey conducted in 1960. The comparison showed a slight 
decrease in the percentage of teachers favoring corporal punishment in 
elementary schools, but no significant change was indicated for the 
secondary Beye an 


esenite G. Larson and Melvin R. Karpas, Effective Secondary 


School Discipline, (New Jersey: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1963), pp. 138-140. 


eaeeenal Education Association, Research Bulletin, (Washington, 
DisGuy, May, LOZO)}; pp. 48-49, 
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According to an American Civil Liberties Union Report, a 1970 
Gallup poll found that 62 percent of the people surveyed favored "spank- 
ing and similar forms of physical punishment" in the lower grades. In 
the same poll 53 percent of those surveyed said that discipline in the 
schools was "not strict enough," 31 percent termed it "just right," and 
only 2 percent thought it was "too strict." The remaining 14 percent 
had no opinion in this vegavane 

Reflecting the view of the majority of the people involved in the 
Gallup poll, the Federal Commission on Reform of the Federal Criminal 
Code, headed by former California Governor Edmund Brown, made the recom- 
mendation that expressly allows the use of corporal punishment on school 
children. The recommendation reads: 


The use of force upon another person is justified under any of 
the following circumstances: 


A parent, guardian or other person responsible for the care and 
supervision of a minor under eighteen years old, or teacher or other 
person responsible for the care and supervision of such a minor for 
a special purpose, or a person acting at the direction of any of the 
foregoing persons, may use force on the minor for the purpose of 
safeguarding or promoting his welfare, including prevention and 
punishment of his. misconduct, and the maintenance of proper discip- 
line. The force used for this purpose may be such as is reason- 
able . . . but must not be designed to cause or known to create a 
substantial risk of causing death, serious bodily injury, or gross 
degradation. 46 


Because of the national concern over “law and order" in the 
United States, the concern regarding laxity and permissiveness as pre- 
sumed causes of student unrest, and the tendency by many to advocate 


simple solutions to complex problems, the attitude of the public and 


>ncoxporal Punishment in the Public Schools," American Civil 
Liberties Union, (New York, March, 1972), pp. 34-36. 
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government appointed commissions is not surprising. Recently in Dallas, 
Texas, where corporal punishment has been a matter of public controversy, 
four members of the school board were defeated for re-election by candi- 
dates who supported tougher school aiseipidnesse 

However, in opposition to the evident support of the use of 
corporal punishment in Sthoolsy! smal groups of determined opponents of 
such punishment have sprung up in some parts of the United States. The 
Dallas Citizens Against Physical Punishment and the Committee for the 
Abolition of Corporal Punishment in Pittsburgh are two such Eroupal & 

Recently, Marion F. Langer pointed out that there is a growing 
concern about the incidence of corporal punishment in American schools. 
The first national conference to combat such punishment was held in New 
York City, in 1972. It was co-sponsored by the American Civil Liberties 
Union and the American Orthopsychiatric Association. Eighty-five rep- 
resentatives from 62 national organizations attended this conference. 

In the plenary sessions, corporal punishment was defined to include both 
physical and psychological assault on a school child. A steering com- 
mittee was set up to plan an ongoing national organization to combat 
corporal punishment in American schools. The functions of this group 
include the development of an information gathering and disseminating 
system. Such information is to include data on the incidence of corporal 
punishment, and briefs and decisions on legal cases which might be use- 
ful to those campaigning against corporal punishment. In addition, it 


is to develop facilities for providing educational information regarding 
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possible alternatives to corporal punishment as a means of maintaining 
discipline in the eeneolee 2 

The national organization referred to by Langer and those in 
Dallas and Pittsburgh are a good indication that the controversy over 
the use of corporal punishment in American schools is far from over. 
Support for the continued use of such punishment is strong among some 
teachers, administrators, and parents. But there is evidence that the 
opposing forces may be gathering strength. 

In Canadian Schools. The two ethnic groups which dominated the 
Canadian scene since the early pioneers settled in Canada were the 
British and French. These people brought with them certain values and 
attitudes from Britain and France and there is no reason to assume that 
their attitudes toward corporal punishment in schools would be any dif- 
ferent in Canada than they were in their mother countries. The prin- 
ciple of common law, which allowed teachers to act in loco parentis (in 
place of a parent) in such countries as Britain, also applied in Canada. 
Statutes in the Criminal Code have protected persons in authority 
against charges of assault related to pupils and children, at least 
since 1892.>° 

In the frontier days of Canadian history, discipline was usually 
more rigorous than it is at present. Life was too earnest and demanding 


to allow "permissiveness" during this period. Most of the time was 


spent in providing protection and the necessities of life. Hence a 


Alevatar F. Langer, "New Year's Resolution: No More Corporal 
Punishment," School Progress, (Toronto: January, 1973), pp. 12, 19-21. 


POR ev ised Statutes of Canada, Criminal Code of Canada, p. 115. 
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rigid routine was required if daily chores were to be completed. The 
slogan, "Spare the rod and spoil the child," was an essential part of 
the theory of dae a cease 

There does not appear to be any consolidated history on the 
subject of corporal punishment in Canada, as there is in the United 
States and Britain. The Provincial Departments of Education do not have 
any specific information to offer in this regard, except for a few 
regulations. These regulations are referred to in a subsequent section 
of this chapter, which deals with the legal status of corporal punish- 
ment in Canada. Also, there seems to be no record of any organized 
attempt by any group to have campaigned against the use of corporal 
punishment in Canadian schools. 

One recent survey in the Kamloops School District in the Pro- 
vince of British Columbia, done in 1972, indicated that 19 out of 22 
principals favored the retention of corporal punishment in the education 
system. The board chairman, Cliff Branchflower, stated that the use of 
corporal punishment had become rare but that there are times when 
teachers still have to get eeu 

In the Province of Alberta a history of corporal punishment has 
not been written. Its use, although widespread, has not been publicly 
criticized to the extent that has been evident in Britain and the United 


States. The instrument of punishment was and still is the "strap". 


oat Lakin Phillips and Daniel N. Wiener, Discipline, Achieve- 


ment, and Mental Health, (Toronto: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1972), p. 14. 


eerie Edmonton Journal, December 18, 1972, p. 26. 
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John C. Charyk made a few references to the use of the strap in Alberta 
schools in his book titled, The Little White Schoolhouse. These 
references are so few that one is left with the impression that corporal 
punishment in the Province of Alberta could not have been a contentious 


, ; 53 
issue in the past. 
Ii. THE LEGAL ASPECTS OF CORPORAL PUNISHMENT IN SCHOOLS 


The legal basis for administering corporal punishment in schools 
May vary from country to country. In this research references will be 
made to the legal basis for administering such punishment in British, 


American, and Canadian schools. 


IneBritain 

In Britain the local education authorities may legislate to ban, 
or limit the extent of corporal punishment in the schools under their 
jurisdiction. As was pointed out earlier in this chapter, the Inner 
London Education Authority banned the cane in all the schools under its 
jurisdiction, in 1971. The Edinburgh Education Authority did likewise 
in its elementary schools, in 1972. The central government in Britain 
has not shown any inclination to legislate in this eae cae Therefore, 
unless a local education authority has ruled against the use of corporal 
punishment, the legal basis for such punishment in British schools stems 
from the principle, in loco parentis, which was summarized by 


cone C. Charyk, The Little White Schoolhouse, (Saskatoon: 


Modern Press, 1968), pp. 235-246. 


es Times Educational Supplement, (London), December 3, 1971, 
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aan : ; ' 
by Blackstone in 1765. In spite of the controversy that is going on 
in Britain between those who oppose corporal punishment in schools and 
those who support its use, the majority of the local education authori- 
ties allow teachers and headmasters to take advantage of the law as 


summarized by Blackstone. 


In the United States 

The legal basis for administering corporal punishment in 
American schools is much the same as it is in Britain. There are no 
United States Federal Statutes which either prohibit or allow such 
punishment in American schools. Because of this, either the state 
legislatures or local school boards of education may, if they wish, 
legislate in this regard. If they do not wish to do so, then under the 
school common law, the teachers and school principals have the right to 
stand in loco parentis. This means that they have the right to use 
reasonable force in disciplining pupils under their care. 

In order to clarify this matter for parents and educators, the 
Research Division of the National Education Association in the United 
States issued a Research Memo dated May, 1964. This Memo dealt speci- 
fically with the legal status of corporal punishment in the public 
schools of the United States. In part it reads as follows: 

The answer to the question of the extent of the teacher's 
immunity for criminal or civil liability for inflicting physical 
punishment is to be found both in well-established common law 
principles developed through judicial decisions and the statutory 


restriction and sanctions. 


Local boards of education may adopt rules barring the use of 
corporal punishment in dealing with refractory behavior of pupils. 
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Such rules are considered a reasonable exercise of the local 


board's discretion, and where they exist, the teacher is bound by 
them. 


Under common law, the teacher has the legal status of a con- 
ditionally privileged person standing in loco parentis, which means 
"in place of a parent." The parent has wider privilege than the 
teacher since the teacher is limited to situations which fall 
within his jurisdiction and responsibility as a teacher. 


Subject to such limitations and prohibitions as may be defined 
by statute, this privilege includes physical chastisement or other 
forms of punishment for the purpose of enforcing reasonable dis- 
cipline. In the exercise of this privilege, however, the punish- 
ment must be reasonable, not excessive or malicious, and must be 
given in a proper manner. The privilege is not limited to teachers 
alone, but applies to principals as well. It has also been held 
that a teacher may punish a pupil for misconduct away from school 
grounds, provided the correction is related to school order and 
discipline. 


State statutes prohibiting corporal punishment. The statute of 


the State of New Jersey which prohibits corporal punishment in all its 


schools, reads as follows: 

No person employed or engaged in a school or educational insti- 
tution, whether public or private, shall inflict or cause to be 
inflicted corponad punishment upon a pupil attending such school or 
institution. 

The State of Massachusetts recently approved an act prohibiting 

such punishment in its public and county training schools. This act, 
which was passed in March of 1972, neglected to define corporal punish- 


mente i The State of Maryland has also outlawed corporal punishment 


in its schools. Although some of the rural counties have taken 


oer rionat Education Association, Research Memo, (Washington: 
Research Division, May, 1964), p. l. 


oT. v pp. 1-2. 


> Newsletter of the National Committee to Abolish Corporal 
Punishment in the Schools. (New York: November, 1972), Vol. 1, No. 2. 
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41 
advantage of the option which was provided under the state statute, and 


they won the right to reinstate corporal punishment in their schools.°” 


State statutes affecting corporal punishment. The National 


Education Association Research Memo previously referred to, further 


reads: 


Several different types of state statutes deal with the subject 
of corporal punishment, either explicitly or indirectly. These are 
described below. Some are to be found in the school laws: others 
appear in the penal statutes. While many of these laws are not of 
recent origin, it is to be noted that between 1958 and 1963, the 
following five states have enacted statutes expressly permitting 
the use of corporal punishment in the public schools: Virginia, 
1958; California, North Carolina, and South Dakota, 1959; and 
Nevada, 1960. In addition, a 1963 Oklahoma criminal law fixing 
penalties for the beating and injury of children contains a pro- 
vision that the use of ordinary force by a parent or teacher as a 
means of discipline, including spanking, switching, or paddling is 
not prohibited. 


State statutes permitting corporal punishment. In 1972 there 


were 13 states at least, with laws which allow teachers to engage in the 

practice of administering corporal punishment to pupils in order to 

maintain discipline. The following list identifies the states and their 
: 6 

respective statutes. 


California: Teacher in role of parents. (Common law allows 
parents to use corporal punishment.) 


Delaware: Teacher and administrator in role of parents. 

Florida: Teacher may use corporal punishment but only after 
he consults with the principal, and it may not be 
severe. 


Serie Civil Liberties Union, op. cit., p. S22 


OO athlete Education Association, op. Cit., pp. 3-4. 


Gene YatCah Civil Liberties Union, op. cit., pp. 32-33. 
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Hawaii: Any punishment including corporal which is necessary 
and reasonable. 


Michigan: May use any physical force necessary to maintain 
proper discipline over pupils. 


Montana: Corporal punishment only in presence of another 
teacher or principal and with notice to a parent or 
guardian, except in open defiance when no notice 
needed. 


Nevada: Corporal punishment discouraged, but not prohibited. 
Each school district can adopt rules providing for 
reasonable corporal punishment. But there can be no 
corporal punishment on face or head except in self- 


defence. 
North 
Carolina: Can use reasonable force. 
Ohio: Teacher may use reasonable corporal punishment if 


reasonably necessary to preserve discipline. 
Pennsylvania: Teacher in role of parent (in loco parentis). 
South Dakota: Corporal punishment if reasonable and necessary. 


Vermont: Any reasonable form of punishment including corporal 
to a reasonable degree. 


Virginia: Reasonable corporal punishment in good faith and not 
excessive. 


A National Education Association study, published in 1970, had 


this to say about state statutes related to corporal punishment in 


schools: 


No. 


About one-third of the states expressly provide by statute that 
one of the teacher's duties is to maintain order and discipline 
among pupils ... Another type of statute, found in Louisiana, 
Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia, definitely places the 
teacher in the position of the parents in exercising authority to 
control and discipline the child during the time he is in attend- 
ance at or on his way to or from school .©2 


In conclusion the same survey stated: 


Selcoroara Punishment and the Law," NEA Research Bulletin, Vol. 48, 
2, @lay,,1970), ps 47. 
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While most states lack statutes that expressly extend to 
teachers the privilege of disciplining pupils by corporal punish- 
ment, indirect statutory restrictions or sanctions on corporal 
punishment may exist apart from school laws. The restrictions to 
be noted are those in the laws forbidding cruelty to children. 

Such laws exist in virtually all states and under them the teacher 
would be liable if the physical chastisement used to correct a 
pupil's conduct is excessive, or administered by a dangerous 
instrument, or in an improper manner. 

Also noteworthy is the recognition of the authority of the 
teacher to apply corporal punishment in the penal codes in some 
states (as, for example, New York and Texas). This recognition 
appears through the exclusion from the definition of assault and 
battery of the exercise by the teacher of force reasonable in 
Manner and moderate in degree, to restrain and correct a pupil. 

Some court decisions. Over the years, there have been numerous 
court cases in the United States, dealing with assault and battery 
charges against teachers resulting from the use of corporal punishment. 
Also, many teachers have been dismissed from their duties for administer- 
ing unreasonable corporal punishment to pupils, without being taken to 
court. Generally speaking, the court decisions have been favorable to 
the teachers. But, if the punishment inflicted upon a pupil was un- 
reasonable, malicious, or administered in a careless or dangerous 

: 64 
manner, the teacher was found guilty of assault and battery. 

Within the past two years, several suits have been initiated in 
the United States in order to challenge the constitutionality of corporal 
punishment in the schools. The results have been negative so far. The 
following are summaries of three such court cases: 

In Sims v. Board of Education, 40 U.S.L.W. 2058-59, (New 


Mexico, 1971), the U.S. District Court ruled that neither due pro- 
cess, equal protection privileges and immunities, free speech, nor 


CSibid., p. 47. 
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cruel and unusual punishment clauses invalidated the New Mexico 
school board policy of administering corporal punishment to 
students. The case involved a student who had been given three 
strokes for allegedly stealing an article belonging to the craft 
department. The court stated that it could not and would not sub- 
stitute its judgment for that of the school board on what regula- 
tions are appropriate to maintain order and insure respect of the 
pupils .©5 


in’ thescase, of Ware v. Estes, 39 Uss.L.W., 2733, (1971), the 
U.S. District Court for the Northern District of Texas was petitioned 
to enjoin Dallas schools from allowing the use of disciplinary 
violence without the consent of parents. A series of witnesses 
described several instances of physical abuse against students. One 
witness, Roderick Oliver, 16, said that he was knocked unconscious 
last year by a teacher who objected when he re-entered Sarah Zumwalt 
Junior High School after school, for a drink of water. The boy's 
father, upon cross examination, said that the teacher told him his 
son had cursed him before he swung at the boy. Federal Judge 
William H. Taylor, Jr., refused to issue the injunction on the 
grounds that he had no jurisdiction in the case. He further stated 
that "no violation of students' constitutional rights had been 
established during the two-day hearing." The American Civil 
Liberties Union of Texas is appealing the decision. 


In January of 1972, a federal judge rejected a plea for a 
temporary ban on paddling in the Northgate, Pennsylvania, School 
District, in Alleghany County. The request was made by a mother of a 
12-year old boy who had been punished with a paddle three times for 
fighting in the classroom. Judge Joseph F. Weis, Jr., refused to issue 
the ban, but did admit that certain instances of corporal punishment 
might be judged unconstitutional. The American Civil Liberties Union 
of Pittsburgh decided to take this case back to court, hoping to get a 
permanent injunction against corporal punishment in the Northgate public 


: ; 67 
schools. To date there is no word of any decision having been reached. 
65 : 1.8 : : : : 
American Civil Liberties Union, op. cit., Pp. aa 
OSH die ppt 27-28. 
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In summary, it may be said that the people opposed to corporal 
punishment of pupils in the schools of the United States are attempting 
to circumvent the common law principle which allows a teacher to stand 
in the place of a parent, and any state laws or local school board 
regulations permitting corporal punishment in schools. They are hoping 
to do this by getting court decisions which would declare corporal 
punishment in schools as unconstitutional. If the courts rely on the 
school common law principle and other court precedents, which are 
numerous, there is little hope that corporal punishment will be outlawed 


on constitutional grounds. 


In Canada 

The legality of corporal punishment in Canadian schools is 
established by Section 43 in Chapter 51 of the Canadian Criminal Code 
as amended in 1965. As far back as 1951, Justice McDougal of the Quebec 
Court of King's Bench, clarified the legality of corporal punishment in 
Canadian schools when he stated: 

That schoolmaster and parents have a right to use force in order 
to discipline their pupils and children is undeniable. What would 
under the law generally be an assault is permitted in the case of 
school children provided that the offence committed by the child 
merits punishment and that the punishment inflicted is reasonable 
and appropriate to the offence. That the punishment naturally may 
Cause pain hardly needs to be stated; otherwise its whole purpose 
would be lost.68 

Occasionally, Canadian Courts have been called upon to determine 

whether "reasonable" force was used by the teacher inflicting the cor- 


poral punishment. This is because Section 43 of the Canadian Criminal 


Code does not define what is meant by "reasonable" force. Fortunately, 


°8campeau v. King. (Quebec Court of Appeal) 103 Criminal Code 
of Canada, 3555° p." 360. 
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there are many British and American precedents for Canadian jurists to 


draw upon. The following cases quoted by Bargen indicate what might be 


considered as "reasonable" or "unreasonable" punishment where force is 


used. 


In a case of the State v. Pendergrass, a United States Court 


handed down a decision which sheds some light in this regard. Part of 


this decision reads as follows: 


It is not easy to state with precision the powers the law grants 
to school masters with respect to the correction of their pupils. 
It is analogous to that which belongs to parents, and the authority 
of the teacher is regarded as a delegation of parental authority . 
- . - The line which separates moderate correction from immoderate 
punishment can only be ascertained by reference to general principles. 
The welfare of the child is the main purpose for which pain is per- 
mitted to be inflicted. Any punishment, therefore, which may seri- 
ously endanger life, limbs, or health, or shall disfigure the 
child, or cause any other permanent injury, may be pronounced in 
itself immoderate, as not only being unnecessary for, but inconsis- 
tent with the purpose for which correction is authorized. But any 
correction, however severe, which produces temporary pain and no 
permanent ill, cannot be so pronounced, since it may have been neces- 
sary for the reformation of the child, and does not injuriously 
affect his future welfare.©9 


In the Canadian case of Andrew v. Hopkins, the Court ruled that 


the punishment was unreasonable. The judgment of the Court was as 


follows: 


I have no doubt the marks on the child's arms and breast were 
caused by the teacher's strap and I am disposed to believe the 
teacher that she did not intentionally strike the child on the arms 
or breast, but I do think, by the exercise of reasonable care such 
as taking hold of the child's wrist, the blows could have been con- 
fined to the palm of the hand as they should be. I think there was 
negligence on the part of the teacher for which she must be held 
responsible, /0 


In summarizing the principles derived from court decisions in 
69 : 
Bargen, op. cit., p. 127. 
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47 
cases involving corporal punishment in Canadian schools, Bargen wrote: 

- » « In general, however, it might be said that teachers im- 
posing corporal punishment should be careful in all cases to remain 
strictly within the rules of common law that have been so clearly 
and forcibly laid down in the cases referred to. Even though the 
teacher has the right to inflict corporal punishment, such punish- 
ment should not be administered maliciously, wilfully, capriciously, 
or too severely. A proper instrument of punishment must be used, 


and it must be applied to that part of the body where there is 
little risk of permanent injury. /1 


Provincial laws and regulations. Alberta's position with regard 
to corporal punishment in schools was previously explained in Chapter I. 
The Government of the Province of Alberta takes the view that all dis- 
cipline is a matter for local administrations. This means that local 
school boards may set out guidelines or regulations in this regard, pro- 
viding that they do not conflict with Section 43 of the Criminal Code of 
Canada. 

The position of British Columbia, regarding the use of corporal 
punishment in schools, has changed recently. Prior to February 16, 1973 
teachers were allowed to exercise such discipline as may be administered 
by a kind, firm, and judicious wppgetetan However, on that date Educa- 
tion Minister Eileen Dailly announced a ban on corporal punishment in 
British Columbia's schools. She said that she could not "in all con- 
sciousness" preside over a system which allows such treatment of 


en dren: She further stated: 


etderpeel 33. 


12 Canadian Education Association, Information Bulletin: A Report 


on Corporal Punishment in Canadian Schools, (Toronto: December, 1967), 
Pebsx 


Tug ic, bans the strap in schools," The Edmonton Journal, 


February 15,7 197s; pe LT. 
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48 
Surely, if we want to reduce acts of violence in the community 


we must eliminate it in our schools. If we want to develop future 


generations into more humane people we must practice more humanity 
ourselves. /4 


In Saskatchewan, Regulation 12 of the Regulations of the 
Department of Education provides the only guidelines with regard to 


disciplinary action in schools. It reads: 


The pupils shall conform to the rules of the school and submit 
to such discipline as would be exercised by a kind, firm, and judi- 
cious parent, /5 


In Manitoba the Department of Education Regulations, Part VI, 
which outline the duties of teachers merely state that discipline is 
left to the principal, subject to the provisions of the Public Schools 
Act, the Department of Education Regulations, the instructions of the 
school board and the local inspectors. There is no provincial regula- 
tion which states that corporal punishment may not be used in Manitoba 

76 
schools. 

In Ontario, the Department of Education stated its position on 
corporal punishment in a memo dated December 16, 1968. It reads as 
follows: 

Hitherto it generally has been assumed that while corporal 
punishment was not specifically authorized by any Act or Regulation, 
it nevertheless was condoned under Section 40(1) (b) of Ontario 
Regulation 339/56 which states that, "A pupil shall submit to such 
discipline as would be exercised by a kind, firm, and judicious 
parent." 


Without commenting in any way of the responsibilities or 


US ies Damlil ss 


Department of Education Regulations, Province of Saskatchewan, 
February, 91973. 


atriee Manitoba Gazette, August 1, 1970, Vol. 99, No. 31. 
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prerogatives of parents, it is suggested that this regulation should 
be interpreted as providing, within the context of the school, an 
atmosphere of respect and trust between students and teachers with 
the cultivation of individual responsibility as a major goal. 


The Provincial Committee on Aims and Objectives of Education in 
the Schools of Ontario in dealing with this matter made this obser- 
vation, "A child is not a young adult, and just as we accept his 
need to increase in wisdom, we must assume his need to grow toward 
maturity of conduct. The application of punishment in the area of 
behavioral learning is not more defensible than its application in 
any other area of learning." 


Consequently, it is considered that the use of corporal punish- 
ment in any form is not appropriate in the schools of Ontario and 


it is_recommended that principals and teachers refrain from its 
use. 


The Government of Quebec is fairly specific with respect to the 
use Of corporal punishment in schools. The following is an excerpt from 


the Regulations of the Minister of Education: 


De s'efforcer de faire comprendre aux éléves qu'ils son a 1l'école 
sous une direction paternelle, d'éviter autant que possible les puni- 
tions corporelles et de n'employer aucune punitions dégradante. I1 
devra éviter de frapper les éléves 4 la téte ou a la figure avec la 
main ou de toute maniére. Dans les écoles ou il y a un principal ou 
directeur, les punitions corporelles lui sont reservées. 


The following is an English translation of the Quebec regula- 
tion dealing with corporal punishment in Quebec schools: 


Strive to make the pupils understand that they are under 
parental direction at school. Avoid corporal punishment as much 
as possible, and do not employ any degrading punishment. Avoid 
hitting the pupils on the head or in the face with the hand or in 
any other manner. In schools with principals, the right to admini- 
ster corporal punishment is reserved for them. 


In New Brunswick the policy of the Department of Education is 


stated in the following regulation under the School Act of that province: 


Jo dtanip Department of Education, Memo Re: Corporal Punishment, 
December 16, 1968: 


"8pegulations of the Minister of Education, Province of Quebec, 
February, 1973. 
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It shall be the duty of the teacher. . . to practice such dis- 
Cipline as may be exercised by a kind, firm, and judicious parent 
in his family, to avoid indiscreet haste in the discipline of his 


pupils and, in any difficult cases, to apply to the principal for 
advice and direction. 


(Section 29(i) of New Brunswick Regulations Creo 

Nova Scotia's Department of Education attitude toward corporal 
punishment is that each teacher should treat each child as would a kind 
and judicious parent. The strap should be kept in the teacher's desk 

80 

and used only as a last resort. 

The Department of Education in the Province of Prince Edward 
Island holds the same views toward corporal punishment in schools as is 
the case in Nova Scotia. 

In Newfoundland, Section 83 of the Schools Act states: 

Teachers are permitted to administer corporal punishment in 
reason and with humanity, but they shall refrain from the use of 
it, until other means of discipline have been tried, and striking 
children on the head is forbidden, and corporal punishment shall 
not be administered to delicate or nervous children, 82 

It is evident that this section of the Schools Act in Newfound- 

land, attempts to regulate corporal punishment so that unreasonable 
punishment would not be administered to school pupils. 

School board policies and practices. A Canadian Education 


Association survey of 118 of the larger school boards across Canada 


resulted in 75 replies of which 64 were usable. The following tables 
canadian Education Association, op. cit., p. 5. 
OTpid., Dee. 
Slipid., p srr 


2province of Newfoundland, The Schools Act, Section 83, p. 54. 
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shed some light as to the authorization of corporal punishment and the 
administration thereof, as reported by the 64 school boards. Most of the 
boards submitted regulations or official policy statements. Some indi- 
cated that they left discipline in the hands of the teachers or the 
principal. Most of the regulations and policies recommended corporal 
punishment "as a last resort" measure. As to the actual practice of 
corporal punishment, school boards reported that this was infrequent: 
According to data in Table 1, it is evident that the pattern for authori- 
zing corporal punishment in schools varies from province to province. 

It is assumed that data in Table 2 which follows, is self- 
explanatory. However, it is interesting to note that the Province of 
Quebec and New Brunswick do not require a witness to the administering of 
corporal punishment, nor do they require to keep a record of it. Prince 


Edward Island does not require a record to be kept, either. 
SUMMARY 


The beginnings of corporal punishment appear to be buried in 
antiquity. The Bible and recorded history provide ample evidence of the 
extensive use of such punishment throughout the ages. Solomon's dictums 
have had a profound effect on the attitudes of parents and teachers to- 
ward the use of corporal punishment. Christianity has always promised 
severe punishment to those who do not repent for their sins. Members of 
the Holy Inquisition, church confessors, and many other Christians have 
been guilty of administering brutal physical punishment to those who 


committed sins against the church and God. Flogging and other brutal 


83 canadian Education Association, op. cit., p. 10. 
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forms of punishment which produce physical pain have been employed by 
many human institutions as well as countries, 

Psychologists and writers have advanced many reasons why this 
form of punishment has been used so extensively in the past and why it 
continues to have considerable support even today. Some of the reasons 
given are: man's inherent cruelty, the lasting impression that pain 
leaves on man's memory, the ambivalence of pleasure and pain, the need 
to maintain justice, a belief that physical pain has a curative or medi- 
cinal effect, and that the fear of pain from physical punishment tends 
to discourage undesirable behavior. The emphasis on various reasons for 
using corporal punishment appears to vary from time to time, depending 
on the philosophy prevalent at the time. 

Corporal punishment in schools appears to have been present ever 
Since schools first made their appearance. In Britain the birch and the 
cane have played a major role in the discipline of pupils throughout the 
Centuries. In Britain, school common law permits such punishment unless 
it is banned by local education authorities. There has been evidence of 
some opposition to the use of corporal punishment in British schools 
during the last few centuries. This opposition has increased in strength 
and recently the London Local Education Authority has banned the cane in 
all its schools. Also, the Edinburgh Local Education Authority has 
banned the cane in its primary schools. 

In the United States the story regarding corporal punishment in 
schools is similar to that in Britain. School common law allows such 
punishment unless state laws or school board regulations prohibit it. 


At present only two states, New Jersey and Massachusetts, have banned 
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corporal punishment in their schools. Many surveys indicate that most 
teachers, principals, superintendents, and school boards still approve 
this form of punishment as a means of pupil control in their schools. 

But there is considerable opposition being generated by a national 
organization which was formed in 1972. This organization has pledged 
itself to work toward the abolition of corporal punishment in American 
schools. It is attempting to gather and disseminate information regard- 
ing such punishment in the schools, and to gather and disseminate infor- 
mation which will provide alternatives to such punishment as related to 
pupil control. 

In Canada a Federal statute permits corporal punishment in the 
schools. Most of the provinces and many school boards attempt to regu- 
late this form of punishment in order to protect the pupils from unreason- 
able or malicious infliction of physical suffering. Two provinces have 
recently indicated that they did not want teachers or principals to 
inflict corporal punishment upon their pupils. Ontario, in December of 
1968, had recommended that corporal punishment not be used as a method of 
discipline, while British Columbia announced an outright ban of such 
punishment in February of 1973. The legality of such bans remains 


questionable in view of Section 43 of the Canadian Criminal Code. 
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CHAPTER IIif 
METHOD OF CONDUCTING THE RESEARCH 


This chapter describes in detail the method used in conducting 


the research. 


Developing the Instruments 


The method used in designing the research instruments for the 
pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators was similar to that 
employed by fevgae when he developed questionnaires to determine what 
people think about their schools. Hand's questionnaires were based on 
a variety of "components" or "specifics." 

Similarly, in this research a number of "Specifics" were identi- 
fied as being related to the use of corporal punishment in schools. 
These "specifics" were: 

1. Attitudes of pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators 

toward: 

a. the use of corporal punishment in schools; 

b. corporal punishment as an attempt to improve pupil 
behavior; 

c. corporal punishment as an attempt to improve pupil 
achievement; 

d. the extent to which corporal punishment is used in our 


schools; 


Hand, Op. Gant, pp. 153-219. 
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e. obtaining parental permission before administering 
corporal punishment to pupils; and 

f. the notification of parents after corporal punishment 
has been administered to pupils. 

2. Information regarding: 

a. the percentage of pupils, parents, teachers, and 
administrators who have been strapped at school; 

b. the percentage of pupils, parents, teachers, and 
administrators who have received corporal punishment at 
school by means other than the strap; 

c. the percentage of pupils who have been strapped in the 
Edmonton Public School System; 

d. the percentage of pupils who have received corporal 
punishment in the Edmonton Public School System by means 
other than the strap; 

e. the extent of grudge holding by those who have received 
corporal punishment at school; and 

£. the age at which corporal punishment should cease at 


home. 


Specific questions were formulated that would yield data having 


relevancy to these "specifics." To pretest the research instrument that 


was to be used with those who made up the pupil-sample, the researcher 


administered it to 18 randomly selected pupils from Divisions II and III 


pupils who were not a part of the pupil-sample used in this research. 


This pilot group of pupils encountered no difficulty in following the 


instructions on how to complete the research instrument, nor did they 
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encounter any difficulty in interpreting the questions of the research 
instrument. Because of this, the researcher considered the other ques- 
tionnaires that would be used with the parent, teacher and administrator 
samples as being acceptable for those samples. 

In their final form, the questionnaires for parents, teachers 
and administrators were identical except for the section on Personal 
Data which was different on the parent-questionnaire. Questions 1 to 12 
inclusive on the pupil-questionnaire were the same as on the above- 
mentioned research instruments. Questions 13 and 14 on the pupil- 
questionnaire were designed to elicit information regarding the extent 
to which corporal punishment was being practiced in their schools in the 


Edmonton Public School System, 


The Population 


All the figures given for the pupil, teacher and administrator 
populations were derived from an Edmonton Public School Board statistical 
publication titled, Facts '72, Edmonton Public Bencole ts 

The pupil-population, at the time of the survey, in Divisions II 
and III in the Edmonton Public School System numbered approximately 
36,300. An exact figure is not given because an exact breakdown between 
the populations in Divisions I and II of the school system was not avail- 
able. According to Facts '72, the elementary school population in the 
Edmonton Public School System, at the time of this survey, was 37,059. 
This included all pupils in Divisions I and II. The researcher assumed 


that the number of pupils in Division I and Division II was equally 


eracts '72 was published by the Information Office of the 
Edmonton Public School Board in 1972. 
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divided. By taking one-half of the figure given as the population in 
Divisions I and II, and adding it to the figure given for the population 
in Division III, the figure of 36,324 was arrived at. 

The parent-population consisted of all the parents of the pupils 
in the pupil-population. An exact figure could not be determined because 
no figures were available to determine how many pupils had one parent 
and how many had two parents. Also, it was not possible to determine 
the average number of children from each family, who were attending 
school. If one were to assume that each pupil had two parents and that 
there were two pupils attending school from each family, the parent- 
population would be 36,324. 

The teacher-population included the teachers of pupils in 
Divisions II and III in the Edmonton Public School System, and numbered 
approximately 1,630. Again, it was impossible to give an exact figure 
because an accurate breakdown of the teachers in Divisions I and II was 
not available. It was assumed that the breakdown was equal. One-half 
of the teachers in Divisions I and II were added to the number given for 
Division.III.to arrive. at the figure of. 1,630.as the teacher-population 
for Divisions II and III. 

The administrator-population included principals and assistant- 
principals from schools in the Edmonton Public School System which pro- 
vided instruction to pupils in Divisions II and III. This population 
included 130 principals and 109 assistant-principals. It is evident 


that each school did not have an assistant-principal. 


The Sample Selection 


Due to the large numbers of pupils, parents and teachers in the 
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60 
Edmonton Public School System, it was not feasible to involve the total 
populations of these groups in the research. A system of sample selec- 
tion had to be devised by the researcher. The first step in this system 
was to select a limited number of schools from which the samples would 
then be chosen. 

Selecting the schools. Out of a possible total of 130 schools, 
42 were selected as sample-schools. The researcher made this selection 
by choosing every fifth elementary school and every second junior high 
school from the 1971-72 Edmonton Public School System School Directory. 
This procedure yielded 22 elementary schools and 20 junior high schools. 
The geographic distribution was such that these schools were located in 
all parts of the City of Edmonton. Figure 1 shows this geographic dis- 
EXLDUCLON. 

Administrators in these schools accepted the responsibility of 
selecting the pupil, parent, teacher, and administrator samples for their 
schools, according to the instructions provided them by the researcher. 
The complete instructions may be found in Appendix B. 

Briefly, the following methods were used to select the samples 
for this study: 

The pupil~-sample. In each sample-school the administrator was 
asked to select two pupils from each grade in Division II or Division III 
depending on whether the school was an elementary or a junior high school. 
It was decided that numbers be assigned to the students in each grade 
and duplicate numbers be dropped into a box. From these numbers in the 
box, representing pupils in each grade, two were drawn to identify the 


pupils who would be included in the pupil-sample. This procedure yielded 
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FIGURE. 
LOCATION OF SCHOOLS WHICH 


PARTICIPATED IN THE STUDY 


For names of participating schools refer to Appendix B. 


Figure 1 shows the boundaries of the City of Edmonton and the 
Edmonton Public School System. The location of each participating school 
is shown within these boundaries. 


62 
252 pupils for the pupil-sample which was used in the study. 

The parent-sample. The parents of the pupils in the pupil- 
sample were selected to be the parent-sample. It was left to the dis- 
cretion of the parents whether the male parent or the female parent 
would complete the research instrument. 

The teacher-sample. In each sample-school the principal 
assigned numbers to the teachers teaching in Division II in the element- 
ary schools or in Division III in the junior high schools. Duplicate 
numbers were placed into a box from which two numbers were drawn in each 
participating school. Following this procedure 84 teachers were identi- 
fied for the teacher-sample. 

The administrator~sample. The principal and assistant-principal 
in each sample-school decided by a toss of a coin as to which one would 
complete the research instrument. This "coin-toss" method identified 


42 administrators as members of the administrator-sample. 


Sample Description 


The pupil-sample. Out of a possible 252 pupils, 238 responded 
to the questionnaire. This represented 94.4 percent of the pupil-sample. 
Data from the research instrument which dealt with "personal facts" 
revealed that of the 238 pupils who participated 125 were males and 113 
were females. These data also revealed that 231 of these pupils received 
all of their education in Canadian schools. The remaining seven pupils 
received part of their education in other countries. Data from Table 3 
show that five of the seven pupils received part of their education in 
elementary schools in the United States. These data also show that the 


schools of Austria and Malaysia were responsible for providing the two 


» 


@ ie ~s 


poviisoos abiquy seeild do Ife tadd balsevet dele £teb anerit alee sami 


Soe 


Laygionixg oct fooroe~viqnise \sise at elspa ar, : 
sdremets ots ok TT qotatvit nt paliosed exgrionss ethos exedavn beopteas 
erevitay .efdorod pdt totuot aids. Pitee s: hoiakvan nb 9 efegdom Tae _ si 
(sae ni tweih siew aabda owt dotdwmoxt Kod s oda Bsoslg s2ew eae as 


~tinabi sYew aavilobst AS eydhoootg etds potwolicd .Loeodoe 
iqnse-ssisser af? 20% 

iayloutxq-trigielses bis legtonriq ofT oi gipe=209 819. 2bp Lambs ont 
binow and doldw ot ua ied 6 to esos & Yd Bebiaed, Locdton-slansa dose . 
pettisaebi bolisen “eeod-ntonu” elit .ditemidedk dotssaex orig 


.slqusa-siotettataimbs 94% to exeduon Bs sioinelababs £6 ; 


babnoydex SES ,aliquy S@& pitiieeeg 6 to doo =. sigmme=Eique ot | a 
efgnbe-Liqug 93 to tneorem &.bE eh ae w tall otto bownye ott ae > 
Nadoat Lepoateg" sithw tissb dokdw Uideaiins oxeeass add so aed 
€fi bre aslem oiow est hejeqiv tome ei shigng BES ait to sere setawvi, a5 7 


5 7 


atiqug apves paldtunby wii _afsorioa setoensD m aot- sect me 
i. 


63 
other pupils with part of their education. Other data from this table 
also indicate the number of years of education that each student 
received in these countries. 

TABLE 3 
DISTRIBUTION OF PUPILS WHO ATTENDED SCHOOLS 


IN COUNTRIES OTHER THAN CANADA 


NO. OF SCHOOLS COUNTRY nity ORR ba RS OF 


EDUCATION 
iL Austria Ak 
ak Malaysia a; 
3 USA: ih 
2 Wishes 2 
TOTAL 7 


The seven pupils referred to in Table 3 represented only 2.9 
percent of the 238 students who participated in the research. This was 
considered to be an insufficient number to yield any useful data which 
might indicate a significant difference in attitudes toward corporal 
punishment as compared with the attitudes of those pupils who attended 
only Canadian schools. 

The research instrument also provided data which indicated the 
grade and sex for each pupil. Table 4 shows the distribution of the 
pupil respondents by division, grade, and sex. 

The 44 pupils who responded from each of grades 4, 5, and 6 rep- 


resent a 100 percent return from the pupil-sample in the elementary 
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64 
schools. Thirty-four completed questionnaires were received from 
grade 7 pupils. This represented 85 percent of the grade 7 pupils who 
were involved in the study. Thirty-two grade 8 pupils completed their 
questionnaires. This represented 80 percent of the grade 8 pupils who 
were participants in the study. The return from the grade 9 pupils was 
100 percent. 

TABLE 4 


DISTRIBUTION OF PUPILS BY DIVISION, GRADE, AND SEX 


ee oy oe eee eene pene 

DIVISION (4 Zo eS) 44 44 
at (5 20 £9 44 44 

(6 20 24 44 44 

Sub-Totals 70 62 ds2 E32 
DIVISION C7 1 Ue) 34 40 
ELE (8 lo 16 32 40 
(9 20 20 40 40 

Sub-Totals s}5) eal 106 120 
TOTALS 129 13 238 252 


The parent-sample. Out of a possible 252 parents, 229 partici- 
pated in the study by completing the research instrument. Of these 229 
parent participants, 154 were females and 75 were males. The parental 


status for each sex group is shown in Table 5. 
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TABLE 5 


DISTRIBUTION OF PARENTS BY PARENTAL STATUS 


PARENTAL STATUS NUMBER PERCENTAGE 
Fathers 71 SO 
Step-fathers 4 pei S| 
Mothers 13 66.8 
Others (aunt) it 4 

TOTAL 229 LOO. 0 


Data from this table show that the number of female parents who 
participated Fe this research was slightly more than twice the number of 
male=parent participants. Other data in the table are self-explanatory. 

Table 6 classifies the male parents by their occupational groups, 
and the female parents as working and non-working parents. The female 
parents were classified in this manner because 95.4 percent of those 
mothers who were working fell into the category of white-collar workers. 
This made it appear more logical to compare attitudes of working mothers 
and non-working mothers, rather than by occupational groups. The table 
classifies all the parents by their religious backgrounds and their 
ethnic origins. In the occupational groups, the generic classification 
of male blue-collar workers included tradesmen, servicemen, operational 
transport workers, construction workers, driver-salesmen, custodial 
workers, and casual laborers. Included in the male white-collar category 
were salesmen, clerks, office workers, business executives, and manage- 


ment personnel. Included under the heading of male professional workers 
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67 
were lawyers, engineers, teachers, and architects. 

Sixty-nine percent, 158/229, of the parents who participated in 
the study indicated their religious preferences as: Anglican, Methodist, 
Presbyterian, Lutheran, or members of the United Church. Forty-one 
parents, 41/229, or 17.9 percent of the total did not state their reli- 
gious preference. Fifteen parents, 15/229, or 6.5 percent of the total 
gave their religious preference as Salvation Army, Latter Day Saints, 
Christian, Roman Catholic, Church of God, Reorganized Church of Jesus 
Christ, Agnostic, Christian Brethren, and Unitarian. These parents were 
grouped under the title of "Others." Ten parents, 10/229, or 4.4 per- 
cent of the total indicated that they were Greek Orthodox, while five 
parents, 5/229, or 2.2 percent of the total said that they were Jehovah's 
Witnesses. The question directed at the religious background was 
optional and this may account for the large number of parents who did 
not complete this part of the questionnaire. 

Another optional question on the questionnaire for parents was 
the one which asked the participants to state their ethnic origin. The 
following scheme was used for categorizing this information. Parents of 
Polish, Czechoslovakian, and Russian origin were all included in the 
"Slavic" category. Those of Norwegian, Swedish, and Danish origin were 
Classified as "Scandinavian." There were only two parents of French 
origin and they were placed in the "others" category. Data in Table 6 
show that 85/229, or 37.1 percent of the parents stated they were 
British; 51/229, or 22.3 percent of the parents did not list their 
ethnic background; 29/229, or 12.7 percent were German; 23/229, or 9.9 


percent were of a variety of ethnic backgrounds, each too small in 
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68 
number to list separately; 20/229, or 8.8 percent were of Slavic origin; 
and 7/229, or 3.1 percent were of Dutch origin. 

The teacher-sample. Out of a possible total of 82 teachers 
selected as participants for the teacher-sample, 80 participated in the 
study. Forty-two were male and 38 were female. Table 7 classifies the 
teacher-sample by age. 

TABLE 7 


AGE GROUPS OF TEACHER PARTICIPANTS 


AGE GROUPS NO. PERCENT 
20 to 30 years inclusive 42 SP 
31 to 40 years inclusive 16 20.0 
41 years and over Ze et i) 
TOTAL 80 100.0 


Data from this table shows that 42/80, or 52.2 percent of the 
teachers were 20 to 30 years of age; 16/80, or 20 percent of them were 
31 to 40 years old; and 22/80, or 27.5 percent were 41 years old and 
over. 

Table 8 classifies the teachers according to grade level taught. 
The data in this table show that 44/80, or 55 percent of the teachers 
were teaching at the Division II level (elementary school), and 36/80, 
or 45 percent, at the Division III level (junior high school). Since 
there were 22 elementary schools involved in the study and two teachers 
were selected from each of these schools, it is evident that 100 percent 
of the elementary school teachers participated in the study. Thirty-six 


teachers out of a possible 40 at the Division III or junior high school 
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69 
level participated. This represented a 90 percent participation at that 
level. 

Table 9 classifies the teacher participants according to their 
years of teacher education. 
TABLE 8 


WORK LEVEL OF TEACHER PARTICIPANTS 


Se 


GRADE LEVELS NO. PERCENT 
Grades 4, 5, & 6 (Division IT) 44 55.0 
Grades 7, 8, & 9 (Division IIT) 36 45.0 
TOTAL 80 OOO 
TABLE 9 


YEARS OF TEACHER EDUCATION OF PARTICIPANTS 


IIL EoleoooaEeaEaaEeaEaEaEaaaeaeaEaEeaeEaaeaeaeaeEeEeEeEeaeaeeeeeeeeeeelleeeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeeEeeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeeeeeeeeeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEE—EEeEEeESESESSE=SETETHEONDDOE"PY="="™ 


NO. OF YEARS NO. PERCENT 

1 to 3 years inclusive 14 LieS 

over 3 years 66 B2y5 
TOTAL 80 LO0'50 


According to the data in Table 9, 14/80, or 17.5 percent of the 
teacher participants had three years or less of teacher education. There 
were 66/80, or 82.5 percent who had four years or more of teacher educa- 
LOS s 

Table 10 classifies the teachers involved in this study accord- 
ing to their years of service with the Edmonton Public School Board. 


Data in this table indicate that 35/80, or 43.75 percent of the teachers 
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70 
had under five years of tenure with the Edmonton Public School Board; 
24/80, or 30 percent of them had 5 to 10 years of tenure; and 21/80, or 
26.25 percent had over 10 years of tenure with the school board. 

TABLE 10 


PARTICIPATING TEACHERS' EMPLOYMENT WITH THE EPSB* 


NO. OF YEARS NO. PERCENT 
Under 5 years 35 43.75 
5 to 10 years inclusive 24 307.0 
Over 10 years eau 20.2) 
TOTAL 80 LOORG 


*kEdmonton Public School Board 


Table 11 classifies the participating teachers according to their 
teaching experience outside of Canada. According to data from this 
table, 76/80, or 95 percent of the teachers had no teaching experience 
outside of Canada. Two out of 80, or 2.5 percent of these teachers had 
1 to 3 years of teaching experience outside of Canada. A similar per- 
centage had 4 to 6 years of teaching experience in foreign countries. 

TABLE 11 
TEACHING EXPERIENCE OF PARTICIPATING 


TEACHERS, OUTSIDE OF CANADA 


NO. OF YEARS NO. PERCENT 
None 76 SS) 
1 to 3 years inclusive 2 eke, 
4 to 6 years inclusive 2 gS) 


TOTAL 80 100.0 


4c (OP\LS bas aaa to oH OL ot @ Be 
Axwod Loose add ittw. ieee Ee satik 

on maga in 

east aut HYTW THSMYO.IMA sis REASON . 


met a4 ion 
ayes ef | 
O,0E AS svisulont exsey OL oF a + 
ég.6s rs | exaay Ol 1svO 
0.00! o8 out 
—  . eo — ee oe Loose obse 


tiedd OF paibiosos axscosoe piictaqioisapg ent goluteesto £1 elitist. 


aids mov? steb 02 Seo .£b6089D Yo sbhiasvo soolzogne paidoset 
s 


oe 


soitaizeaqys palionsd om bed abbas att to saser%eg AC to \GI\AToy 

batt eredose? weeds io thensed 2.8 xo ,08 to duo ow? .666aK50 Bo ebiasva 
7 
-1eq aaflmie A .sbaieo lo obfegoo sonstioqxe poirfose2 10 emsoy © ee 


_selsgivos meietol al sonakisqxe paieset To aysey 9 oF & bach agsanes 
OMTVAVIOITHAY 3Q SOMEIASIXA OMIHOAGT 


AUAVAD RO SOTETU0 , eAaHDAST 


= - 


OH 


ex 


7A. 

The administrator-sample. Out of 42 administrators selected to 
be involved in the administrator-sample, 41 participated in this inves- 
tigation. Of these 41 people, 36 were males and 5 were females. All 
the administrators had over 3 years of teacher education. Nineteen of 
these participants held the position of assistant-principal, while 22 
held the position of principal. 

Table 12 classifies the administrator participants by age. 

TABLE 12 


AGE OF ADMINISTRATOR PARTICIPANTS 


AGE GROUPS NO. PERCENT 
20 to 30 years inclusive 3 Vase 
31 to 40 years “4 19 46 .34 
41 years and over iS) 46.34 
TOTAL 41 100.0 


Data in this table show that only 3 of the administrators were 
between 20 and 30 years of age. Nineteen of the administrator partici- 
pants listed their age as 31 to 40 years old. The remaining 19 adminis- 
trators listed their age as being 41 years old or over. 

Data in Table 13 show the classification of the administrators 
according to the years of service they had with the Edmonton Public 
School Board. Data in this table are self-explanatory and need no fur- 
ther elaboration. 

According to the collected data from the administrator-question- 


naires only one administrator had any teaching experience outside of 
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Canada. ‘That experience was in Germany for a period of one year. 
TABLE 13 
ADMINISTRATORS' YEARS OF SERVICE WITH THE EPSB* 


Sr 


NO. OF YEARS NO. PERCENT 
Under 5 years 1 2.44 
5 to 10 years 11 20603 
Over 10 years Zo qi is 
TOTAL Al 100.0 


*Edmonton Public School Board 


Table 14 classifies the administrators' level of supervision. 


TABLE 14 


ADMINISTRATORS' LEVEL OF SUPERVISION 


GRADE LEVELS NO. PERCENT 
Grades 4, 5, & 6 (Division IT) 22 53/66 
Grades 7, 8, & 9 (Division IIT) 19 46.34 
TOTAL 41 100.0 


Administering the Research Instrument 


The principal in each of the 42 participating schools had agreed 
to administer the questionnaires to the six pupils, six parents, two 
teachers, and one administrator, who were selected in his school as 
participants in this research. Verbal as well as written instructions 
were provided to these principals. The written instructions may be 


found in Appendix A. 
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In each participating school, the principal supervised the six 
pupils while they were completing their questionnaires. He then col- 
lected the completed questionnaires and sealed them in an envelope pro- 
vided for that purpose. He also distributed the teacher and administra- 
tor questionnaires to the two teachers and one administrator in his 
school, who were selected as participants in this research. The com- 
pleted questionnaires, in sealed envelopes, were collected by the 
principal. To complete the administering of the research instruments, 
the principal sent the parent-questionnaires home with the pupil- 
participants. Instructions to parents were included with their question- 
naires. The pupil-participants then brought back the completed question- 
naires in sealed envelopes. The principal then sealed all the completed 
questionnaires in a large self-addressed envelope which he returned to 


the researcher. 


Treatment of the Data 

All the raw data from the completed questionnaires were manually 
tabulated. A frequency and percentage in each response category for 
each item were calculated for all the respondents in each of the four 
groups, namely the pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators. The 
percentage distributions of these responses indicated the direction and 
strength of the responses for any particular question. 

The chi-square statistical test was used as a test of signifi- 
cance. This is a test commonly used with any data which can be reduced 
to proportions and percentages. This test was applied to determine the 


extent to which individual responses to each item were likely dependent 
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74 
upon the group to which the respondents belonged, or to what extent they 
were independent of that group. This test compared the observed response 
frequencies with the frequencies that would be expected if the variables 
under study were independent of each other. The probability of statis- 
tical significance was calculated from the observed chi-square value and 
the number of degrees of freedom. The level of significance chosen was 
P = 0.05. 

Table 15 shows the number of usable questionnaires which were 


returned by pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators. 


TABLE 15 
NUMBER OF USABLE QUESTIONNAIRES RETURNED BY PUPILS, 


PARENTS, TEACHERS, AND ADMINISTRATORS 


GROUPS NOR SEINE NO. RETURNED NO. USED 

N PERCENT 
Pupils PAS) 238 94.4 238 
Parents 252. PREXS) HON te} 229 
Teachers 84 80 Sey a7 80 
Administrators 42 Al 97.6 41 
TOTAL 630 588 100.0 588 
summary 


In this chapter, the development of the research instruments 
was described and it was shown how the pupil-instrument was pretested 
with a pilot group prior to being used in the research study. The popu- 


lation sizes were provided. The researcher considered these figures to be 
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75 
accurate enough for the purpose of this research. 

The pupil-sample consisted of .7 percent of the pupil-population 
in the Edmonton Public School System. The percentage for the parent- 
sample could not be determined with enough accuracy to warrant making a 
computation. The reason for this was that there was no way of knowing 
how many pupils per family were attending schools in the Edmonton Public 
School System in Divisions II and III. The teacher-sample was 5.2 per- 
cent of the teacher population, while the administrator-sample was 16.1 
percent of the administrator population in the Edmonton Public School 
System. 

The method of selecting the samples by the principals of the 42 
sample-schools was described, and then a detailed and tabulated descrip- 
tion of each of the samples was provided. Following this, the method of 
administering the research instrument was given. A description of how 
the data were processed and analysed was also provided in this chapter. 
And lastly, a table was given to indicate the number of usable question- 


naires returned by the pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators. 
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CHAPTER IV 


STATISTICAL ANALYSIS OF RESEARCH DATA 


Introduction 

The purpose of this research was to determine the stated atti- 
tudes of pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators in the Edmonton 
Public School System, toward the corporal punishment of pupils in this 
system, and to gather information related to such punishment. 

This chapter deals with a description of significant findings in 
the study by tabulating the data relevant to each question on the 
research instrument, and discussing the significance of these data. 
Data for research findings that were not significant at the 0.05 level 
are found in Appendix D. 

The tables show the percentage of responses by categories, for 
each of the four groups involved in the research, and for the subgroups 
within each of these groups. It will be recalled that questions 1 to 
12 inclusive were the same on all the questionnaires and apply to all 
four groups. Questions 13 and 14 on the pupil-questionnaire apply to 
the pupils only. Questions 13, 14, and 15 on the questionnaires for 


parents, teachers, and administrators apply to those three groups only. 


Findings from Significant Data 


A comparison of pupil, parent, teacher, and administrator res- 
ponses to the research instrument questions produced data for analysis. 


Only data which showed a significant level of probability (0.05) were 
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77 
used as significant findings from the study. These data are discussed 
in this section and are presented in tabular form. 

Question one on the research questionnaires for all groups was 
used to determine the amount of corporal punishment administered at 
home. 


Question 1. Have you ever received corporal punishment 
at home? 


Comparing the responses of pupils, parents, teachers, and admin- 
istrators to this question did not yield any data that was significant 
at the 0.05 level. However, such data were obtained by comparing the 
responses to this question for the following research subgroups: 
administrators supervising at the Division II and III levels, male and 
female administrators, and male and female pupils in Division II. 

Tables 16, 17, and 18 show the percentage of responses by cate- 
gories, of these subgroups to Question 1, as well as the chi-square for 
each ‘table. 

According to data from Table 16, 9.1 percent of the administra-— 
tors supervising at the Division II level (grades 4, 5, and 6) stated 
that they had received "no" corporal punishment at home, 13.6 percent 
had received such punishment "only once," 50 percent had received it 
"a few times," and 27.3 percent had received it "many times." Admini- 
strators supervising at the Division III (grades 7, 8, and 9) level 
indicated that 89.5 percent of them had received corporal punishment at 
home "a few times," and 10.5 percent of them had received it "many 


times." 
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TABLE 16 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF ADMINISTRATORS AT THE DIVISION II 
AND III LEVELS TO QUESTION 1, RELATED TO CORPORAL 


PUNISHMENT RECEIVED AT HOME 


ee 


PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


SUPERVISION (N) 

LEVEL Ne Only A few Many 
once times times 

Division II 22 So ik 1316 50.5 PA 8 

DplyALsaleyay ILitie 19 0.0 ORO 89.5 OS 

gad. femal (41) af =3 Probability = 0.043 


Data in Table 17 show the number of times both male and female 
administrators who participated in the study were recipients of corporal 


punishment while living at home. 


TABLE 17 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF MALE AND FEMALE 
ADMINISTRATORS TO QUESTION 1, RELATED TO 


CORPORAL PUNISHMENT RECEIVED AT HOME 


En ——————  ————___—_—————— EEE 


PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 
SEX (N) 


Only A few Many 
No : : 
once times times 
Male 36 (0) 50) 5.6 VARE PN Eh 
Female 39 40 .0 KOO 40.0 Ome 
2 


X = 17,43 (41) df = 3 Probability < 0.001 
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It is evident from data in this table that 40 percent of the 
female administrators had received "no" corporal punishment at home, 20 
percent of them had received it "only once," and 40 percent had received 
it "a few times." None of the male administrators escaped this form of 
punishment while living at home, 5.6 percent of them had received it 


“only once," 72.2 percent had received it "a few times," and 22.2 per- 
cent had received it "many times." It is also evident from data in this 
table that the females in the administrator-group had received far less 
corporal punishment at home than did their male counterparts. 


Table 18 was organized to show the percentage of times both male 


and female pupils from Division II received corporal punishment at home. 


TABLE 18 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF MALE AND FEMALE PUPILS IN 
DIVISION II TO QUESTION 1, RELATED TO CORPORAL 


PUNISHMENT RECEIVED AT HOME 


PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


Gia (N) Only A few Many 
No ; 5 

once times times 

Male 70 8.6 R67 Gul 5d! 2403 

Female 62 PAS) Ke) lao) Bioiens LAnS 

x2 = 8.97 (32) adh =.3 Probability = 0.029 


Data in Table 18 show that 8.6 percent of the boys and 25.8 per- 
cent of the girls in Division II, who participated in the study stated 


that they had received "no" corporal punishment at home. A very small 
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80 
number of participants from this research group, 5.7 percent of the boys 
and 1.6 percent of the girls stated that they had received such punish- 
ment "only once." By far the largest percentage of the total number of 
male and female pupils--61.4 percent of the boys and 58.1 percent of the 
girls--had received that form of punishment "a few times," at home. 
There were 24.3 percent of the boys and 14.5 percent of the girls who 
were punished in this manner "many times," at home. These research data 
indicate that a greater percentage of the boys than girls received cor- 
poral punishment at home, and that the boys received this form of punish- 
ment more frequently than the girls. 

Question two on the research instrument for all groups dealt 
with strapping pupils at school. 

Question 2. Have you ever been strapped at school? 

Significant data were obtained by comparing the responses to 
this question, of pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators; male 
and female pupils in Divisions II and III; parents by age and occupa- 
tion; and teachers by age, sex, and length of service with the Edmonton 
Public school Board. 

Tables 19 to 25 inclusive, show the percentage of responses by 
categories, of the groups and subgroups noted above, to Question 2. 

Data in Table 19 indicate that 77.7 percent of the pupils, 50.2 
percent of the parents, 43.8 percent of the teachers, and 34.1 percent 
of the administrators who were involved in this study indicated that 
they had "no" experience with the strap in school. The percentage of 
pupils in this category is rather high. This may be due to the fact 


that many of these pupils will continue to attend school for a number 
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TABLE 19 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF PUPILS, PARENTS, TEACHERS, AND 
ADMINISTRATORS TO QUESTION 2, RELATED TO 


BEING STRAPPED IN SCHOOL 


~aaEaoaoaoauyoyEEEEEEEEEEEEaEEeeeeeeeeeEeeeEeEeEeaeaeaeaeeeaeEeEeaeEeaeaeaeaeaeaeeeEeaeEeEeEeaeaeeeaeaeaeaeee——eeeeeeeeeeeee————e—eeEEEEeeeeeee—eeEeEeEeEeEeeeeeeeeeSSS 
PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


GROUPS (N) 

Only A few Many 

No ; 5 

once times times 
Pupils 238 UDol eS 8.0 2S) 
Parents 229 50). 24.9 2055 4.4 
Teachers 80 SVShsite! ADAG 225 3h5,7/ 
Administrators AVAL eae 26.8 26.8 2 
x? = 58.40 (588) df = 9 Probability < 0.001 


of years. This percentage could be different if it were calculated 
after each pupil had completed Division III. There were 11.3 percent of 
the pupils, 24.9 percent of the parents, 20 percent of the teachers, and 
28.6 percent of the administrators who said that they had been strapped 
at school “only once." Eight percent of the pupils, 20.5 percent of the 
parents, 22.5 percent of the teachers, and 26.8 percent of the administra- 
tors said they had been strapped at school "a few times." Almost 3 per- 
cent (2.9) of the pupils, 4.4 percent of the parents, 3.7 percent of the 
teachers, and 12.2 percent of the administrators said they had been 
strapped "many times" at school. 

Data in Table 20 show that boys were strapped more often than 


girls in Division II... There were 91.9. percent, of, thergirls,and 74,3 


{00.0 > yatLidsdoz4d @ = tb (882) 


beteivotss stew ai it taeisitib ed blues onc caldelae eidT . 
i @ 


to toooxeq €.L1 sew stadt 111 mokeivid Bacula bed Liqua tions —s -} 

bas ,axeibeet edt Xo davotag OS ,stastsg Sly to tnesteg ©. bs vetiqna 2 7 
A : 

boqysise esd bed yort ted? bise ow exotextzinimbs oft to. su9os0q Mi ay ‘ 


oe bs _ 


gid 20 thecisq 2.08 ,aliqng ens to jnsoisg tipia ". acoso ytao” tooo 8 _— 


-sxsutmtiabe ofd Yo tasc18q 8.08 oe ,eredoskes ot to tities 2.86 
“seq € deomtA “.eemts wst 5" foodoa ta beqgsxta aed ber yous bis 
eid to tasoxeg \.e ,edasusq st to tnecieg bd ,eliquy ott to (e.s) 3m es 

‘ : - 


Pag 


82 
percent of the boys who responded in the "no" category indicating that 
they had not been strapped in school. Almost 16 (15.7) percent of the 
boys and 8.1 percent of the girls said that they had been strapped "only 
once" in school. There were 5.7 percent of the boys and none of the 
girls who had been strapped "a few times" at school. And 4.3 percent of 
the boys and none of the girls had been strapped "many times" while 
attending school. 

TABLE 20 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF MALE AND FEMALE PUPILS IN 
DIVISION II TO QUESTION 2, RELATED TO 
BEING STRAPPED IN SCHOOL 


eee SSS SSS ELSES SS SS 


PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 
SEX (N) 


Only A few Many 

No : i 
once times times 
Male 70 Va a33 IWS) 5 7/ S67 4.3 
Female 62 a 8.1 ORO © 
x? = 9.028 (132) af =73 Probability = 0.028 


Data in Table 21 show that more boys than girls, attending 
school in Division III, were strapped, and also that the boys were 
strapped more often. Of the pupils in Division III, 54.5 percent of the 


boys and 90.2 percent of the girls answered in the "no" category indica- 
ting that they had not been strapped in school. Fourteen and one-half 
percent of the boys and 5.9 percent of the girls stated that they had 


been strapped "only once." Over 23 percent (23.6) of the boys and 3.9 
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TABLE 21 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF MALE AND FEMALE PUPILS IN 
DIVISION III TO QUESTION 2, RELATED TO 
BEING STRAPPED IN SCHOOL 


aaaoaoaoaoaoaoaouaaaaeeeeaaoaoaoaeeaaaaaoaoaoaoaoaoaoaaESSSaSaaaaaaaaaa—Eeee 
PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


SEX N 
NY Ne Only A few Many 
once times times 
Male 52 54.5 14.5 23.6 Veo 
Female oye Sow ove] oles) 0.0 
x? = 17.582 (106) df = 3 Probability < 0.001 


percent of the girls were strapped "a few times." None of the girls 
were strapped "many times," whereas 7.3 percent of the boys stated they 
were strapped "many times." By combining the percentage of responses in 
the last three categories in Tables 20 and 21, it is evident that in 
Division III 15.5 percent more boys were strapped than in Division II. 
With reference to the girls, there were 3.9 percent of the girls in 


Division III who said that they had been strapped "a few times," whereas 
in Division II there were none in this category. 
According to the data in Table 22, 24 percent of the male parents 


and 63 percent of the female parents responded in the "no" category to 
indicate that they had not been strapped in school. There were 25.3 
percent of the males and 24.7 percent of the females who stated that 


they had been strapped “only once" at school. Forty percent of the males 


and 11 percent of the females were strapped "a few times," and 10.7 
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percent of the males and 1.3 percent of the females were strapped "many 
times." Data from this table indicate that as students at school, male 
parents who participated in this study were strapped more than the 
female parents. 

TABLE 22 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF MALE AND FEMALE PARENTS TO 


QUESTION 2, RELATED TO BEING STRAPPED 


IN SCHOOL 

PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 

SEX N 
oy) No Only A few Many 

once times times 
Male US 24.0 PMS) 3 40.0 OF 
Female 154 63820 24.7 eO Ike 3 
2 Dane 
X = 46.022 (229) df = 3 Probabilityp< 02001 


Data in Table 23 show that 31 percent of the male teachers and 
78.9 percent of the female teachers responded in the "no" category to 
show that they had not been strapped at school. There were 26.2 percent 
of the males and 13.2 percent of the females who said that they had been 
strapped "only once" at school. Over 35 percent (35.7) of the males and 


7.9 percent of the females were strapped "a few times," while 7.1 percent 
of the males and none of the females were strapped "many times." Once 


again the research data indicate that males received more corporal 


punishment at school by means of the strap than did the females. 
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TABLE 23 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF MALE AND FEMALE TEACHERS TO 
QUESTION 2, RELATED TO BEING STRAPPED 


IN SCHOOL 


eens 


PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


SEX (N) 
No Only A few Many 
once times times 
Male 42 Sub ©) 26.2 Sisi,.// P/aegdl 
Female 38 78.9 ASteZ, TQ One 
2) Aas 
fe ae RS RS ele) (80) Ghz = 3 Probability. <.O.00]) 


Data in Table 24 show that 78.6 percent of the teachers in the 
first age category (20 to 30 years), 25 percent of those in the second 
age category (31 to 40 years), and 27.3 percent of those in the third 
age category (over 40 years) responded in the "no" response category to 
show that they had not been strapped in school. Just over 14 percent 
(14.3) of those in the first age category, 18.8 percent of those in the 
second age category, and 31.8 percent of those in the third age category 
stated that they had been strapped at school "only once." Just over 
7 percent (7.1) of those in the first age category, 50 percent of those 
in the second age category, and 31.8 percent of those in the third age 
category were strapped "a few times." None of those in the first age 
category, 6.2 percent of those in the second age category, and 9.1 per- 
cent of those in the third age category stated that they had been 


strapped "many times" while at school. 
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TABLE 24 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF TEACHERS BY AGE CATEGORIES 
TO QUESTION 2, RELATED TO BEING 
STRAPPED IN SCHOOL 


ee 


PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 
AGE CATEGORIES (N) 


es Only A few Many 
once times times 

1 (20 to. 30 years) 42 78.6 1453 Heel 0.0 
2 (31 to 40 years) 16 PASAY) 18.38 50.0 C.2 
3 (Over 40 years) 22 20 S178 eked! Slept 
x? See yer Pe (80) df = 6 Probability <0, 002 


Data in Table 25 are based on the responses of teachers in three 
categories according to the length of tenure with the Edmonton Public 
School Board. These data show that 82.9 percent of the teachers in the 
first category, 29.2 percent of, those in “the second and 33.3.percent of 


those in the third category responded in the "no" response category, 
indicating that they had not been strapped in school. There were 11.4 
percent of those in the faxst category, 29.2 percent of those in the 
second, and 23.8 percent in the third category who said they were strapped 
"only once" in school. Those who were strapped "a few times" at school 
were 5.7 percent of the teachers in the first category, 37.5 percent of 
the teachers in the second category, and 33.3 percent of the teachers 

in the third category. Strapped "many times" were none of those in the 


first category, 4.2 percent of those in the second category, and 9.5 per- 


cent of those in the third category. 
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TABLE 25 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF TEACHERS BY LENGTH OF TENURE 
WITH THE EPSB*. TO QUESTION 2, RELATED TO 
BEING STRAPPED IN SCHOOL 


ee 


PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


TENURE CATEGORIES N 
& (N) No Only A few Many 
once times times 
1 (Under 5 years) Ob) Soa 11.4 Seid 07.0 
2 (5 to 10 years) 24 PAS EAA INS Wear Od ae 4.2 
3 (Over 10 years) 20 Bo e3 2570 worS S55 
x? = 23.359 (80) df = 6 Probability < 0.001 


*Edmonton Public School Board 


Question three on the research instruments for all four groups 
was designed to find out the amount of corporal punishment which is 
administered to pupils at school by means other than the strap. 


Question 3. Have you ever received corporal punishment 
in school by means other than the strap? 


Significant data were obtained by comparing the responses to 
Question 3, of pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators; and pupils 
in Divisions II and III, by sex. 

In responding to this question, 68.8 percent of the pupils, 8.68 
percent of the parents, 85 percent of the teachers, and 72.5 percent of 
the total number of administrators stated that they had received "no" 
corporal punishment in school by means other than the strap. Just over 
13 percent (13.1) of the pupils, 4 percent of the parents, 2.5 percent 


of the teachers, and 5 percent of the administrators were punished in 
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88 
that manner at school, "only once." Sixteen percent of the pupils, 7.9 
percent of the parents, 11.2 percent of the teachers, and 20 percent of 
the administrators were punished in school by means other than the strap, 
"a few times." A very small number, 1.2 percent of the teachers, and 
2.5 percent of the administrators said that they had received such pun- 


ishment, "many times." Table 26 shows these data. 


TABLE 26 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF PUPILS, PARENTS, TEACHERS, AND 
ADMINISTRATORS TO QUESTION 3, RELATED TO OTHER 
FORMS OF CORPORAL PUNISHMENT RECEIVED 


IN SCHOOL 
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PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


rare oy Only A few Many 
No ‘ : 

once times times 
Pupils DESY 68.8 Soak Gy © eel 
Parents DXF 86.8 4.0 oD eS 
Teachers 80 85.0 Pigs) a2: dasa) 
Administrators 40 2S BO) 20.0 Pele) 
ae = 30.738 (584) df = 9 Probability < 0.001 


Data in Table 27 show that 61.4 percent of the male pupils and 
83.9 percent of the female pupils had received "no" other form of cor- 
poral punishment in school other than the strap. Over 18 percent (18.6) 
of the males and 12.9 percent of the females had been punished in that 


manner at school, “only once." Over 18 percent (18.6) of the males and 
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89 
3.2 percent of the females said that they had received such punishment, 
"a few times." Only 1.4 percent of the males and none of the females 


received such punishment, "many times." 


TABLE 27 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF MALE AND FEMALE PUPILS IN 
DIVISION IL TO QUESTION 3, RELATED TO) OTHER 


FORMS OF CORPORAL PUNISHMENT RECEIVED 


IN SCHOOL 
PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 
B | 
SEX OF STUDENT (N) et Grily nese Many 
once times times 
Male 70 61.4 18.6 18.6 iL yf! 
Female 62 83.9 29 She 0.0 
2 he 
X = 10.664 Cis) df = 3 Probability = 0.013 


According to data in Table 28, 57.4 percent of the male pupils 

and 72.5 percent of the female pupils at the Division III level, received 
"no" other form of corporal punishment in school other than the strap. 
There were 5.6 percent of the males and 13.7 percent of the females who 
stated that they had received such punishment at school "only once." 
Over 33 percent (33.3) of the males and 9.8 percent of the females said 
they had been punished in that manner, "a few times." Only 3.7 percent 
of the males and 3.9 percent of the females said that they had received 
such punishment, "many times." 


Question four attempted to determine the attitudes of the pupils, 
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TABLE 28 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF MALE AND FEMALE PUPILS IN 
DIVISION III TO QUESTION 3, RELATED TO OTHER 


FORMS OF CORPORAL PUNISHMENT RECEIVED 


IN SCHOOL 
PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 
SEX OF STUDENT (N) 
No Only A few Many 
once times times 
Male 54% SI yd! EO Bons Sa 7/ 
Female Gyil 25 IS, G7 9.8 359) 
2 ie 
Yuc= 9.2399 (( TL(O)5))) Che ei 3 Probability = 0.024 


parents, teachers, and administrators who were involved in this study, 
toward the use of corporal punishment as a means of improving pupil- 
behavior in school. This question was presented as follows: 


Question 4. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad 
behavior in school improves their behavior? 


Significant data were obtained by comparing the responses of all 
pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators; non-working and working 
mothers; and male and female administrators, to Question 4. 

According to data in Table 29, 23.0 percent, Of tie pupils, 22.35 
percent of the parents, 11.2 percent of the teachers, and 9.8 percent of 
the administrators answered "no" to Question 4 to incidate that they did 
not feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior in school improves their 
subsequent behavior. There were 9.7 percent of the pupils, 4.4 percent 


of the parents, and 5 percent of the teachers who said that they "did 
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not know" whether strapping pupils for bad behavior in school improved 


their in-school behavior. 


TABLE 29 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF PUPILS, PARENTS, TEACHERS AND 
ADMINISTRATORS TO QUESTION 4, RELATED TO STRAPPING 


PUPILS TO IMPROVE BEHAVIOR 


PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


ROUP 
: : CN im Gkeyg Vie In some 

No Yes 

know cases 

Pupils 238 2a dl Dal Soni ORS 
Parents 229 BA S\ 4.4 59.4 aa (0) 
Teachers 80 ILI 2 5) a0) WS 50) Sh 7 
Administrators 41 9.8 0 13.0 22 
x? = 22.418 (588) Ghe = © Probability = 0.007 


There were 56.7 percent of the pupils, 59.4 percent of the parents, 75 
percent of the teachers, and 78 percent of the administrators who felt 
that such punishment improved pupil-behavior "in some cases." Just over 
10 percent (10.5) of the pupils, 14 percent of the parents, 8.7 percent 
of the teachers, and 12.2 percent of the administrators responded in the 
"yes" category to indicate that they felt strapping does improve pupil- 
behavior in school. 

Of the 154 mothers involved in the study, both non-working and 
working, only 151 responded to Question 4. Eighteen percent of the non- 


working mothers, and 31.4 percent of those who were working, felt that 
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strapping pupils for bad behavior in school "did not" improve their sub- 
sequent behavior. Six percent of the non-working mothers "did not know" 
whether strapping pupils for bad behavior improved their subsequent 
behavior in school. Sixty-seven percent of the non-working mothers and 
49 percent of the working mothers felt that such punishment does improve 
pupil-behavior "in some cases." Nine percent of the non-working mothers 
and 19.6 percent of the working mothers answered "yes" to Question 4 
which indicated that they felt that pupil-behavior in school improves 
following the administration of the strap for bad behavior. These data 
aveetound in table 30, 

TABLE 30 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF NON-WORKING AND WORKING MOTHERS 
TO QUESTION 4, RELATED TO STRAPPING PUPILS 
TO IMPROVE BEHAVIOR 


a ————————————————— 
PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


OCCUPATION (N) 


it Chea Ve, In some 
No Yes 
know cases 
Non-working 100 Tee 0 Ge 67.0 edie) 
Working Bydl 314 (0 49.0 19.6 
oe = OR DDS (151) (lr eS St Probability = 0.014 


Data from Table 31 indicate that 5.6 percent of the male and 40 
percent of the female administrators responded in the "no" category to 
indicate that they did not feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior 


in school improves their subsequent behavior in school. Just over 
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TABLE 31 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF MALE AND FEMALE ADMINISTRATORS 
TO QUESTION 4, RELATED TO STRAPPING PUPILS 


TO IMPROVE BEHAVIOR 


PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


SEX N 
iN) IL (éhoyai, te In some 
No Yes 
know cases 
Male 36 56 0.0 80.6 Ls} 5S 
Female 5 40.0 0.0 60.0 0.0 
2D ae 

NaH) Gees. (41) df = 2 Probability = 0.043 


80 percent (80.6) of the male and 60 percent of the female administrators 
felt that "in some cases" such punishment improves subsequent pupil- 
behavior. Almost 14 percent (13.9) of the male administrators felt that 
such punishment did improve pupil-behavior in school. These participants 
responded in the "yes" category. There were no female administrators who 
responded "yes" to Dieecion 4. 

Question 5 on all instruments was designed to elicit from the 
participants the attitudes that they held on the effect that strapping 
some pupils for their irregular behavior will h&vé on other pupils in 
the school. To secure this information Question 5 was phrased in the 
following manner: 


‘ 


Question 5. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad 
behavior in school improves the behavior 
of other pupils. 


Significant data were obtained by comparing the responses to 
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94 
Question 5 by pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators who partici- 
pated in the study. Data from Table 32 show that 31.1 percent of the 
pupils, 30.6 percent of the parents, 12.5 percent of the teachers, and 
12.2 percent of the administrators responded in the "no" category to in- 
dicate that they did not feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior 


improves the behavior of other pupils in school. A small percentage of 


TABLE 32 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF PUPILS, PARENTS, TEACHERS, AND 
ADMINISTRATORS TO QUESTION 5, RELATED TO THE EFFECT 
THAT STRAPPING SOME PUPILS FOR BAD BEHAVIOR IN 
SCHOOL HAS ON THE BEHAVIOR OF OTHER PUPILS 
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PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


GROUES (N) i, tekeyaylite In some 

No Yes 

know cases 

Pupils 238 Suk Al 10.9 Bono eee 
Parents OES) 30.6 Yo ist 8) PPL 
Teachers 80 2255 By (0) 62.5 20.0 
Administrators 4l 1D 2 2.4 YS Sats} 
ied ag SPM (588) df = 9 Probability < 0.001 


participants in each group stated that they "did not know" whether pun- 
ishing some pupils via the strap would improve the behavior of other 
pupils. Almost 40 percent (39.9) of the pupils, 38.9 percent of the 
parents, 62.5 percent of the teachers, and 75.6 percent of the admini- 


strators felt that "in some cases" strapping some pupils did improve the 
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behavior of other pupils in the school. Just over 18 percent (18.1) of 
the pupils, 22.7 percent of the parents, 20 percent of the teachers, and 
9.8 percent of the administrators responded in the "yes" category to 
indicate that the strap administered to some pupils as punishment defi- 
nitely improves the behavior of other pupils. 

Question six on all the research instruments was written so that 
it would force each participant to reveal the attitude held toward the 
effect that strapping pupils for low achievement would have on improving 
that achievement to a higher level. This question had the following 
wording: 

Question ©. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not 

doing their best work will make them improve 
their work? 

The responses of pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators, 
to Question 6, did not yield significant data. However, the responses 
of male and female pupils in Division II, and those of teachers having 
various years of service with the Edmonton Public School Board did yield 
Significant data. 

Data in this table show that 57.1 percent of the boys and 59.7 
percent of the girls in Division II responded in the "no" category. They 
did not feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best work in 
school helped these students to improve their school work. There were 
14.3 percent of the boys and none of the girls who "did not know" whether 
strapping a pupil for not achieving to capacity would improve the pupil's 
work. Just over 17 percent (17.1) of the boys and 27.4 percent of the 
girls who felt that "in some cases" strapping a pupil for not doing his 


best work in school helped to improve pupil-achievement. There were 
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TABLE 33 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF MALE AND FEMALE PUPILS IN 
DIVISION II TO QUESTION 6, RELATED TO STRAPPING 


PUPILS TO IMPROVE THEIR WORK 


PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


SEX ——sDivasi1on LE (N) 
1 @leya Ue In some 
No Yes 
know cases 
Male 70 Bsn: TAS Il Ua yt! 
Female 62 5937 0.0 BT th WAS 
» ae 
VeuzelLO. 33 (32) df = 3 Probability = 0.014 


11.4 percent of the boys and 12.9 percent of the girls in Division II 
who, by answering "yes" to Question 6, indicated that they felt that 
such punishment definitely helps to improve pupil-achievement. 

Data from Table 34 show that most teachers involved in this 
study, both male and female, did not feel that strapping pupils for not 
doing their best work helped them to improve their subsequent school 
work. In fact, 80 percent of those with under five years of service with 
the Edmonton Public School Board believed that strapping for pupil under- 
achievement was not beneficial for the pupils. There were 54.2 percent 
of those in the third tenure category who felt the same way. Stating 
that they "did not know" whether such punishment was beneficial to 
students were 14.3 percent of those in the first tenure category, 12.5 
percent of those in the second tenure category, and 4.8 percent of those 


in the third tenure category. Almost 3 percent (2.9) of those in the 
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7 
first category, 25 percent of those in the second category, and 33.3 
percent of those in the third category felt that "in some cases" such 
Bieta does not help to improve pupil-achievement. Almost 3 percent 
(2.9) of the teachers in the first tenure category, 8.3 percent of those 
in the second category, and none of those in the third tenure category 
responded "yes" to Question 6 which indicated that they felt that strap- 
ping a pupil for not working at his best definitely helped to improve 


his achievement. 


TABLE 34 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF TEACHERS IN DIFFERENT TENURE 
CATEGORIES WITH THE EPSB,* RELATED TO STRAPPING 
PUPILS FOR NOT DOING THEIR BEST WORK 


———————————————>————o>———o——q=—==—=E>E>E>=SSEEE=E>S>E=EeS>=EeE=E=EeE=EeEEeE=E=EeEeEeEeE=EeE—EeEeE=E—E—E—eEeEEEEEEEEEEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEEeEeEeEeeEeEeEEEeEeEeEeEeEe—EEeESESSSEEEeEeEeEeEeEeEeEC_E—EE™ES™SESE_ESESE 
PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


TENURE CATEGORIES (N) € don't ip ee 
No Yes 
know cases 
1 (Under 5 years) 85) 80.0 1473 2.9 2.9 
Zatos £O..LOvears) 24 Sa eZ 255 hay 0) She} 
3 (Over 10 years) Pe 6459 4.8 SVE) 0.0 
mc = 612920 (80) di = 6 Probability = 0.044 


*Edmonton Public School Board 

What effect does strapping students for under-achievement have 
on other students to improve their achievement? To elicit the attitudes 
of the pupils, parents, and administrators who participated in this in- 


vestigation, Question 7 on all research instruments was presented this 


way: 
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Question 7. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not 

doing their best work in school will make 
other pupils do better work? 

Comparing the responses of pupils, parents, teachers, and admini- 
strators; male and female pupils in Division II; and teachers in different 
tenure categories with the Edmonton Public School Board, to Question 7, 
produced significant data. 

Data in Table 35 indicate that well over one-half of the parti- 
Ccipants in each group, pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators felt 
that strapping some pupils for not doing their best work, would not im- 
prove the work of other pupils. This was evident by the number in each 


subgroup who responded "no" to Question 7. There were 11.3 percent of 
the pupils, 8.7 percent of the parents, 12.5 percent of the teachers, and 
22 percent of the administrators who stated that they did not know whether 
such punishment is effective or not. Almost 20 percent (19.7) of the 
pupils, 14.8 percent of the parents, 22.5 percent of the teachers, and 
14.6 percent of the administrators felt that punishment of under- 
achievers "in some cases" does help to make other pupils achieve better. 
Only 13 percent of the pupils, 3.5 percent of the parents, 2.5 percent 
of the teachers, and 2.4 percent of the administrators felt that such 
punishment was definitely beneficial. 

Data from Table 36 show that 47.1 percent of the male pupils and 
50 percent of the female pupils in Division II felt that strapping pupils 
for not doing their best would not make other pupils better achievers. 


They indicated this by responding in the "no" category to Question 7. 
There were 21.4 percent of the male students and 6.5 percent of the 


female students who said that they "did not know" whether such punishment 
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TABLE 35 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF PUPILS, PARENTS, TEACHERS, AND 
ADMINISTRATORS TO QUESTION 7, RELATED TO IMPROVING 
THE ACHIEVEMENT OF MOST PUPILS BY STRAPPING 


SOME PUPILS FOR UNDER-ACHIEVEMENT 


ee 


PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


GROUPS (N) 

it Clee te In some 

No Yes 

know cases 
Pupils 238 Syo) yo) Wks 3 NS) 7/ BRO 
Parents 229 WAS?) sie 14.8 Se 
Teachers 80 625 IOS DIS) PAS) 
Administrators 4l 60 D220 14.6 Dea 

22 

Ve =2 5354516 (588) df= 9 Probapidity < 0.001 


TABLE 36 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF MALE AND FEMALE PUPILS IN 
DIVISION II TO QUESTION 7, RELATED TO IMPROVING 
THE ACHIEVEMENT OF MOST PUPILS BY STRAPPING 


SOME PUPILS FOR UNDER-ACHIEVEMENT 


PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


pba — Uivision iT (N) hee se 
No Yes 
know cases 
Male 70 ral pel Pst) fain 2259 
Female 62 56) 10) 6n5 24 52 19.4 
2 


xX = 10.413 (2) adi = 3 Probability = 0.015 
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would have any beneficial effect on pupils. Almost 9 percent (8.6) of 
the males and 24.2 percent of the females felt that such punishment 
would be helpful "in some cases," while 22.9 percent of the males and 
19.4 percent of the females felt that such punishment certainly does 
improve pupil-achievement. 

Data in Table 37 show that 71.4 percent of the teachers with 
under five years of tenure with the Edmonton Public School Board, 45.8 
percent of those with from 5 to 10 years of teaching experience, and 


66.7 percent of those with more than 10 years of tenure indicated that 


TABLE 37 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF TEACHERS WITH VARIOUS YEARS OF 
TENURE WITH THE EPSB* TO QUESTION 7, RELATED TO 
IMPROVING THE ACHIEVEMENT OF MOST PUPILS BY 
STRAPPING SOME PUPILS FOR 


UNDE R-ACHIEVEMENT 
a 


PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


TENURE CATEGORIES (N) rane TH some 
No Yes 
know cases 
1 (Under 5 years) ne) 71.4 ZUR) 8.6 Or0 
25(5to0 10 years) 24 45.8 Gens 3145 Spe) 
3 (Over 10 years) ale 66.7 4.8 28.6 ORO 
“a = 14.914 (80) df = 6 Probability = 0.020 


*Edmonton Public School Board 


they "did not feel" that strapping some pupils for not doing their best 


work would improve the work of other pupils. Twenty percent of those in 
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the first category, 8.3 percent of those in the second one, and 4.8 per- 
cent of those in the third indicated that they "did not know" whether 
such punishment administered to some pupils would benefit other pupils 
at school. There were 8.6 percent of those in the first category, 37.5 
percent of those in the second one, and 28.6 percent of those in the 
third who thought that such punishment does help "in some cases." None 
of the teachers in the first and third categories, and 8.3 percent of 
those in the second tenure category felt that such punishment is benefi- 
cial, to pupils at school ; 

An attempt was made in this research to determine the extent to 
which pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators were in favor of 
notifying the parents when their child has been strapped. To secure 
this information Question 8 was asked. 


Question 8. Do you feel that the parents should be 
notified when their child has been strapped? 


Significant data for this question were obtained from the fol- 
lowing groups: pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators; male and 
female pupils in Division II; and parents of various ethnic origins 
which were British, German, Slavic and Others. 

Data in Table 38 show that 17.6 percent of the pupils, 16.2 per- 


cent of the parents, 7.5 percent of the teachers, and 7.3 percent of the 


administrators responded "no" to Question 8. This indicated that these 
participants felt that parents need not be notified when their child is 
strapped. An insignificant number of respondents answered in the "I 

don't know," response category. There were 18.9 percent of the pupils, 


14.4 percent of the parents, 23.8 percent of the teachers, and 48.8 per- 


cent of the administrators who felt that "in some cases" parents should 
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be notified when their child has been strapped. Just over 60 percent 
(60.5) of the pupils, 68.1 percent of the parents, 63.8 percent of the 
teachers, and 43.9 percent of the administrators felt that parents 


should be notified when their child has been strapped in school. 


TABLE 38 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF PUPILS, PARENTS, TEACHERS, AND 
ADMINISTRATORS TO QUESTION 8, RELATED TO THE 
NOTIFICATION OF PARENTS WHEN THEIR CHILD 


IS STRAPPED 
oI ———>EIISEISEEooIIIEESESESEIEIEIUCIyILEEElIlIlIyCUILESIlUyuyILEIlIyIyuIL ESSE 


PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


GROUP 
: iv) if ellojn Ae In some 

No Yes 

know cases 

Pupils 238 TERS Za 2 18,9 60.5 
Parents 229 Gre 2 thes} 14.4 68.1 
Teachers 80 TES 5) 5(0) Zoe 63.8 
Administrators 4l irees: (0) -5(0) 48.8 avey SS) 
x7 = 35.587 (588) (che = 12) Probability < 0.001 


Data in Table 39 indicate that 29.1 percent of the boys and 9.8 
percent of the girls in Division III, who participated in this study, 
thought that it was not necessary to notify parents when their child had 
been strapped. None of the girls and 1.8 percent of the boys said that 
they did not know whether such notification is necessary or not. They 
responded in the "I don't know" category. There were 23.6 percent of 
the boys and 39.2 percent of the girls who felt that "in some cases" 


such notification is desirable. A considerable number of boys and girls 
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TABLE 39 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF MALE AND FEMALE PUPILS IN 
DIVISION III TO QUESTION 8, RELATED TO THE 
NOTIFICATION OF PARENTS WHEN THEIR 


CHILD IS STRAPPED 


PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


SEX - Division III (N) 
i cdonwt In some 
No Yes 
know cases 
Male 55 PS) 5 AN ik} BSN AS ANS) 65'S) 
Female Sl 9.8 0.0 32.2 52.9 
x? =" 85 24, (106) df = 3 Probability = 0.043 


responded "yes" to Question 8, 45.5 percent of the boys and 51 percent 
of the girls felt that the parents should always be notified when their 
child has been strapped. 

Data in Table 40 show that 11.8 percent of the parents of British 
origin, 31 percent of those of German origin, 20 percent of those of 
Slavic origin, and 9.1 percent of the parents from other ethnic origins, 
who participated in this study, felt that notifying parents when their 
child is strapped is not necessary. There were 2.4 percent of the 
parents of British origin who stated that they did not know whether such 
notification was necessary or not. Almost 19 percent (18.8) of the 
parents of British origin, 17.2 percent of those of German origin, and 
10 percent of those of Slavic origin felt that such notification was 


necessary "in some cases." Well over one-half of all the parents thought 
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TABLE 40 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF PARENTS, BY ETHNIC ORIGIN, TO 
QUESTION 8, RELATED TO THE NOTIFICATION OF PARENTS 


WHEN THEIR CHILD IS STRAPPED 


ee 
PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


ETHNIC ORIGI 
c ha — I, (okey ie In some 

No Yes 

know cases 

Bei tish 85 LEEES 2.4 ils ts} (77 AL 
German 29 sib a@) OO Tiere, Bibs Vi 
Slavic 20 20.0 0) ©) ORO LOO 
Others 44 Sy oal. ORO 435 86.4 
ve = 16.867 (178) df= 9 Probability = 0.050 


that such notification was always necessary. Those of German origin who 
expressed this feeling were only 51.7 percent of their group, whereas 
there were 67.1 percent of those of British origin, 70 percent of those 
of Slavic origin, and 86.4 percent of all other parents who felt that 
way. 

It should be noted that only 178 of the parents out of 229 who 
completed and returned the research questionnaire, gave their ethnic 
Origin. 

The researcher also wanted to determine the extent to which 
pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators were in favor of obtaining 
parental permission before a pupil is strapped. Question 9 was used for 
this purpose. 

Question 9. Do you feel that the parents' permission 


should be obtained before their child is 
strapped? 
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Significant data were produced for Question 9 when responses 
were tabulated for pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators of 
various age categories. No other comparisons produced significant data. 
Significant data, in Table 41, show that most parents, teachers and 
administrators involved in the study felt that parental permission need 
not be obtained before a pupil is strapped at school. These data indi- 
cate that 58.6 percent of the parents, 67.1 percent of the teachers, and 
68.3 percent of the administrators felt that it was not necessary to 


obtain parental permission before strapping a pupil. Only 41.6 percent 


TABLE 41 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF PUPILS, PARENTS, TEACHERS, AND 
ADMINISTRATORS TO QUESTION 9, RELATED TO 
OBTAINING PARENTAL PERMISSION 


BEFORE STRAPPING A PUPIL 


—eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee eS eeeeeeeeeeeeEeEeeeeeeeeeeeee————————L— lS 


PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


stot ~ it Glory Vie In some 

No Yes 

know cases 

Pupils 238 41.6 Thxan Doel Zoo 
Parents DD PXG| 58.6 Seyi) 19.4 Isic) 
Teachers 79 67.1 PAS ALSO) Tye4 
Administrators 41 68.3 0.0 20783 2.4 
a ce « Site}, (@5)5) (585) df = 0 Probability < 0.001 


of the pupils felt that such permission was not necessary. A small per- 
centage of the pupils, parents, and teachers indicated that they "did 


not know" whether such permission should be obtained. There were 22.7 
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percent of the pupils, 19.4 percent of the parents, 19 percent of the 
teachers, and 29.3 percent of the administrators who thought that "in 
some cases" parental permission should be obtained before strapping a 
pupil. Over 28 percent (28.6) of the pupils, 18.5 percent of the 
parents, 11.4 percent of the teachers, and 2.4 percent of the administra- 
tors felt that such permission should definitely be obtained. 

It should be noted that two parents out of a possible 229 did 
not respond to this question, and one teacher out of a possible 80 did 
not respond to this question. 

Data in Table 42 indicate that 66.7 percent of the administra- 
tors in the first age category, 73.7 percent of those in the second age 
category, and 63.2 percent of those in the third age category did not 


feel that parental permission is necessary prior to strapping a pupil. 


TABLE 42 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF ADMINISTRATORS IN VARIOUS 
AGE CATEGORIES TO QUESTION 9, RELATED TO 
OBTAINING PARENTAL PERMISSION BEFORE 


STRAPPING A PUPIL 
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There were 26.3 percent of those in the second age category and 36.8 per- 
cent of those in the third one who stated that such permission should be 
obtained, "in some cases." There were 33.3 percent of those in the first 
age category who felt that such permission should definitely be obtained. 
It is evident that the majority of the administrators in all age classi- 
fications, felt that it was not necessary to receive parental permission 
prior to strapping a pupil. One-third of the administrators in the 20 
to 30 age category felt that such permission should be obtained before 
a pupil is strapped. 

To obtain information regarding the attitudes of pupils, parents, 
teachers, and administrators regarding grudge holding against the person 
responsible for having a pupil strapped, the following question was in- 
cluded on all questionnaires. 

Question 10. If you were strapped in school, did you 

hold a grudge against the person who 
decided to have you strapped? 

The responses of pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators 
to Question 10, yielded significant data. No other significant data 
were obtained from the responses of other groups involved in the study. 

Data in Table 43 indicate that 48 percent of the pupils, 58.6 
percent of the parents, 77.4 percent of the teachers, and 80.6 percent 
of the administrators held "no" grudge against the person responsible 
for having them strapped in school. There were 20.3 percent of the 
pupils, 14.5 percent of the parents, 7.5 percent of the teachers, and 
6.5 percent of the administrators who said that they "did not know" 
whether they held a grudge against the person who had them strapped. 


Almost 18 percent (17.8) of the pupils, 14 percent of the parents, 7.5 
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TABLE 43 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF PUPILS, PARENTS, TEACHERS, AND 
ADMINISTRATORS TO QUESTION 10, RELATED TO 
HOLDING A GRUDGE FOR 


BEING STRAPPED 


eee... eee 
PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


GROUPS N 
a) i donc In some 
No Yes 
know cases 
Pupils 97 48.0 203 ILS) pS 
Parents 109 58.6 TASS 2S AE O 
Teachers 41 77.4 Tots: HAs 1.) 
Administrators 25 80.6 625 On, Sinz 
2 

X = 24.241 (2572) di = 9 Probability = 0.003 


percent of the teachers, and 3.2 percent of the administrators responded 
in the "yes" response category to indicate that they did hold a grudge 
against the person responsible for having them strapped. It is evident 
that all those who participated in this study did not respond to this 
question because not all of the participants had been strapped in school. 

To obtain information which would indicate the attitudes of the 
four groups involved in the study toward the amount of strapping in the 
schools, Question 11 was asked. 


Question 11. Do you think that there is too much 
strapping in our schools? 


Significant data were obtained by analyzing the responses of 
pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators to Question 1l. The res- 


ponses of the subgroups within the four groups involved in providing 
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research data did not yield any significant data for analysis. 
Data in Table 44 indicate that three of the pupils and two of 
the parents did not respond to this question. There were 47.2 percent 
of the pupils, 48 percent of the parents, 62.5 percent of the teachers, 
and 53.7 percent of the administrators who responded "no" which indicated 
that they did not feel that there was an excessive amount of strapping 


in the schools administered by the Edmonton Public School Board. Over 


TABLE 44 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF PUPILS, PARENTS, TEACHERS, AND 
ADMINISTRATORS TO QUESTION 11, RELATED TO THE 


AMOUNT OF STRAPPING IN OUR SCHOOLS 
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PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


eae iM) iL ekeyy ne In some 

No Yes 

know cases 

Pupils 235 A ieee 2 as WA Ks} I Syee 7 
Parents 227 48.0 37 52 _8 4.8 
Teachers 80 625) BORO 52 Wee 
Administrators 4l isin, IBS) Is 24.4 24 
x" == (15). SYS) (583) df = 9 Probability < 0.001 


24 percent (24.3) of the pupils, 37.9 percent of the parents, 30 percent 
of the teachers, and 19.5 percent of the administrators said that they 
"did not know" whether there was too much strapping in the schools 
administered by the Edmonton Public School Board. Almost 13 percent 
(12.8) of the pupils, 9.3 percent of the parents, 6.2 percent of the 


teachers, and 24.4 percent of the administrators felt that "in some cases" 
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there was an excessive amount of strapping in the schools. Almost 16 
percent (15.7) of the pupils, 4.8 percent of the parents, 1.2 percent 
of the teachers, and 2.4 percent of the administrators responded "yes" 
to Question ll. These participants felt that at the time of the study 
there was too much strapping of pupils in the schools. 

Question 12 found on all four of the research instruments, was 
designed to provide the information which was used to determine whether 
pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators favored the strapping of 
pupils in schools. 


Question 12. Are you in favor of strapping pupils in 
our schools? 


Again, the responses of all pupils, parents, teachers, and 
administrators produced the only significant data. 

According to the data in Table 45, a higher percentage of pupils 
than members of the other three groups, did not approve of strapping 
pupils in schools. There were 32.4 percent of the pupils, 18.8 percent 
of the parents, 12.5 percent of the teachers, and 7.5 percent of the 


administrators who responded in the "no" category in Question 12. This 
indicated that they did not approve of the strapping of pupils in schools. 
A relatively small number of pupils, parents, and teachers stated that 
they "did not know" whether to approve the strapping of pupils in schools. 
Just over 45 percent (45.4) of the pupils, 51.5 percent of the parents, 
52.5 percent of the teachers, and 65 percent of the administrators, who 
participated in the study, indicated that they approved the strapping of 
pupils "in some cases." Sixteen percent of the pupils, 29.3 percent of 


the parents, 33.7 percent of the teachers, and 27.5 percent of the admin- 


istrators approved of such punishment without any qualifications. 
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TABLE 45 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF PUPILS, PARENTS, TEACHERS, AND 
ADMINISTRATORS TO QUESTION 12, RELATED TO THE 


APPROVAL OF STRAPPING PUPILS IN SCHOOLS 
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PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


GROUPS (N) . 

i Gonit In some 

No Yes 

know cases 
Pupils 238 SO 4 6.3 45.4 GO 
Parents 229 ifs} ts} 0.4 seit 'S) 29S 
Teachers 80 WL 5 5 Lo 52S B\s\\, 7/ 
Administrators 40 Tied O50) 65.0 bs S 
x? = ORoSS (587) (che ea 1) Probability < 0.001 


To obtain information about the extent of strapping of pupils in 
the Edmonton Public School System, the following question was asked of 
the pupils: 


Question 13. Have you ever been strapped in an Edmonton 
Public School? 


Significant data were obtained by comparing the responses of male 
and female pupils in Divisions II and III. These data are presented in 
Table 46. Data in this table show that 72.9 percent of the male pupils 
and 95.2 percent of the female pupils in Division II had not been 
strapped in the Edmonton Public School System. Only 15.7 percent of the 
males and 4.8 percent of the females were strapped "once." Only 7.1 per- 
cent of the males and none of the females were strapped "a few times." 
And 4.3 percent of the males and none of the females were strapped "many 


times." 
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TABLE 46 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF MALE AND FEMALE PUPILS IN 
DIVISION II TO QUESTION 13, RELATED TO 


STRAPPING PUPILS IN THE EPSS* 


—eEe—S—L——€F€F@@Re€_a—aa SSE ee 
PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


SEX - Division II (N) 
No Only A few Many 
once times times 
Male 70 72.9 IU) 7/ Wheat ‘oS! 
Female 62 ND oF 4.8 0.0 ORO 
2 eee 
Vale 12.715 (132) df = 3 Probability = 0.005 


*Edmonton Public School System 


According to data in Table 47, 56.4 percent of the male pupils 
and 94.1 percent of the female pupils in Division III had not been 
strapped in the Edmonton Public School System. There were 14.5 percent 
of the males and 3.9 percent of the females who had been strapped "only 


once," and 25.5 percent of the males.sand 2 percent of the females who 
had been strapped "a few times." Only 3.6 percent of the males indi- 
cated that they had been strapped "many times." 

Question 14 on the pupil questionnaire was designed to determine, 
within broad limits, the amount of corporal punishment by means other 
than the strap that had been administered to the pupils who participated 
in the research. To elicit this kind of information the particular 
question was phrased as follows: 

Question 14. Have you ever received corporal punishment 


in an Edmonton Public School by means other 
than the strap? 


700.0 = yWifidedord € = 3b (ser) iv SL =X 


Soe a eee ee SL: Wades loors® oilded notaombay 


>» oui: 


alkquq efem alt 10 Jnesieg b.Ae ,Vb eldsT at e3eb of piibtoooA 

waod Jon bed ITi nolaivid wi eliaug slemet en to 3nasD1eg i,6@ bas 
tasoreq 2.8f sxsw s15dt .mozaye foorlse Silda netnombs eft at oc oe 
yine” Baeqqetse oasd fs ow aolsms? ais 20 Ineo%eq 2.€ Bes golem ‘add 30 
ow aelsmet $19 to saAaseq § bas.belem sit Lo Jnsotsa 2.28 Bas —— 
-thni eats St Yo Jaszusq 6. ylad “.eemis wol se” boggests need bad 
. aomit ynstt" Beqqexte need Bad yadd Jods beso 
Snimzateb oF benaptasb eaw exisanoigasup Liauq $19 oo BL noiz2s09 - vidal 

tergo ensem yd tnemtieing fexoqzes Zo tavoms sid ,2tinil baoid abdtiw | ' 
beasqinisxsg odw ebiqua sri2 anne 


ee pee eer er «fous 


Li 
Significant data were obtained from the responses of the male 


and female pupils in Divisions II and III. 


TABLE 47 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF MALE AND FEMALE PUPILS IN 
DIVISION III TO QUESTION 13, RELATED TO 


STRAPPING PUPILS IN THE EPSS* 


PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


SEX - Divisi BIE N 
a nee . oh No Only A few Many 
once times times 
Male 55 56.4 14.5 2585 3.6 
Female 51 94.1 359) PX 0) OA0 
“7 = 20.403 (106) che = Ss} Probability < 0.001 


*Edmonton Public School System 


Data from Table 48 show that 65.7 percent of the male pupils and 
83.9 percent of the female pupils responded in the "no" response category 
to indicate that they had not received corporal punishment by means other 
than the strap, in any Edmonton Public School. There were 12.9 percent 
of the males and 11.3 percent of the females who had received such 
punishment “only once." There were 21.4 percent of the males and 4.8 
percent of the females who stated that they had received such punishment 
"a few times." None of the male or female pupils had received such 
punishment "many times." 

It is evident from data in Table 49 that 58.2 percent of the 
male and 78.4 percent of the female pupils in Division III, had not 


received any corporal punishment by means other than the strap in any 
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TABLE 48 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF MALE AND FEMALE PUPILS IN 
DIVISION II TO QUESTION 14, RELATED TO CORPORAL 
PUNISHMENT THEY RECEIVED IN ANY EPS* 


OTHER THAN BY STRAP 
~~ EEEIyUyIyIEEIEIyyIIEIIyIyIyIEESEIyUoeSIIIIIlESEIEIESESEe—SSSEESL — SESE _ ————E—ET—E—E—=—T_——————— ——L—L—L—L——{_—es { ——L—L——{[—K—[V_T[_——x=UL[[!=—lhH]SS=S=S=SS=S=S=S=S==—=—= 


PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


SEX - Division II (N) 

No Only A few Many 

once times times 
Male 70 65.7 29 PAL ot 0.0 
Female 62 S3Re ildbs s' 4.8 OQ, 
2, peer 
Yo =O. 1L62 (3)2)) she = 2 Probability = 0.016 
*Edmonton Public School 
TABLE 49 


PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF MALE AND FEMALE PUPILS IN 
DIVISION III TO QUESTION 14, RELATED TO CORPORAL 
PUNISHMENT THEY RECEIVED IN ANY EPS* 


OTHER THAN BY STRAP 


PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


SEX - Division III (N) Onby cet Many 
No ; 
once times times 
Male SYS) Bioie iba te} Sige AL, este: 
Female Syl 78.4 S) ats! 9.3 BA, 
x7 = 1S, 208 (106) ohe CY S} Probability = 0.004 


*Edmonton Public School 
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Edmonton Public School. There were 1.8 percent of the male and 9.8 per- 
cent of the female pupils who had received such punishment “only once." 
Just over 38 percent (38.2) of the male and 9.8 percent of the female 
pupils had received such punishment, "a few times." A small number of 
pupils, 1.8 percent of the males and 2 percent of the females, had 
stated that they had received that type of punishment at school "many 
times." 

Question 13 on the parent, teacher, and administrator research 
instruments, was designed to obtain the information which was used to 
determine the attitudes of these three groups, toward the use of any 
form of corporal punishment in schools. 


Question 13. Are you in favor of any form of corporal 
punishment in our schools? 


The responses to Question 13 of parents, categorized by ethnic 
origin, yielded significant data. 

Data in Table 50 indicate that 22.4 percent of the parents of 
British origin, 13.8 percent of those of German origin, 26.3 percent of 
those of Slavic origin, and 38.6 percent of all parents from other ethnic 
origins who responded to Question 13 were not in favor of "any form" of 
corporal punishment in the schools. There were 3.5 percent of the 
parents of British origin, 6.9 percent of those of German origin, 10.5 
percent of those of Slavic origin, and 2.3 percent of the parents who 
were considered from "other" ethnic origins did not know whether they 
were in favor of such punishment in the schools. There were 27.1 percent 
of those of British origin, 37.9 percent of those of German origin, 36.8 
percent of those of Slavic origin, and 43.2 percent of the parents from 


"other" ethnic origins who felt that "in some cases" corporal punishment 
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TABLE 50 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF PARENTS, BY ETHNIC ORIGIN, TO 
QUESTION 13, RELATED TO THE APPROVAL OF CORPORAL 


PUNISHMENT IN SCHOOLS 


eee ss... ee 


PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


ETHNIC ORIGIN 
(N) Tcdonw t In some 
No Yes 
know cases 
Betta shi 85 2204 3 25 Ze vy ak 
German 29 13.8 6.9 317/49) 41.4 
Slaves 19 Xe. 83 LOZ S S18) 683 PREY 5 
Others 44 38.6 eS ANS} 22 ibsy ©) 
2 tet 

xX = 18.430 ne) df = 9 Probability = 0.030 


was acceptable. Just over 47 percent (47.1) of the parents of British 
origin, 41.4 percent of those of German origin, 26.3 percent of those 
OLeplavec origin, and) 15.9 percent of the (parents in the “other” ethnic 
origin category who indicated that they were in favor of such punishment 
in the schools. 

It should be noted that only 177 parents, out of a possible 229, 
responded to Question 13 on the parent research questionnaires. 

To determine the extent to which corporal punishment is admin- 
istered to children in the home, all parents involved in this study, in- 
cluding teachers, and administrators were asked the following question: 


Question 14. Do you administer corporal punishment to 
your children at home? 


Significant data were obtained from the responses of teachers of 


various age categories and categories of tenure with the Emonton Public 
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School Board; and male and female administrators. 

Data in Table 51 show that 10.3 percent of the teachers in the 
first category (20 to 30 years), 6.7 percent of those in the second age 
category (30 to 40 years), and 25 percent of those in the third age 
category (over 40 years) do not administer corporal punishment to their 
Children. There were 25.6 percent of the teachers in the first age 
category, 66.7 percent of those in the second age category who stated 
that they "very seldom" administer corporal punishment to their children. 
Only 5.1 percent of those in the first age category and none of those in 
the other two categories said that they administer such punishment "quite 


often." Fifty-nine percent of the teachers in the first age category, 


TABLE 51 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF TEACHERS, BY AGE CATEGORY TO 
QUESTION 14, RELATED TO CORPORAL PUNISHMENT 


OF CHILDREN AT HOME 
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PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


AGE CATEGORY (N) af Very Quite NS 
seldom often children 

1 (20 to 30 years) 39 LORS DB) AG Bel 59150 

2 (31 to 40 years) IS) 6.7 66.7 ORO XB) 5 

3 (Over 40 years) 20 PSV 0) ORO ORO sy (0) 

a = BD IS (74) df = 6 Probability < 0.001 


26.7 percent of those in the second age category, and 5 percent of those 
in the third age category indicated that they had no children. 


Data in Table 52 show that 12.5 percent of the teachers in the 
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TABLE 52 
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF TEACHERS BY CATEGORY 
OF TENURE WITH THE EPSB,* TO QUESTION 14, 
RELATED TO CORPORAL PUNISHMENT 


OF CHILDREN AT HOME 
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PERCENTAGE RESPONSES 


TENURE CATEGORY (N) ” 
No Very Ounce No 
seldom often children 
1 (Under 5 years) BZ 259 2801 sia”? De eal. 
Z1(5> to LO years) 23 Ber 47.8 0.0 43.5 
3 (Over 10 years) Aus) Pea sk Say, 0.0 Dis 
.e =(16..753 (74) df = 6 Probability = 0.010 


*Edmonton Public School Board 


first tenure category (under 5 years), 8.7 percent of those in the 
second tenure category (5 to 10 years), and 21.1 percent of those in the 
third tenure category (over 10 years) do not administer corporal punish- 
ment to their children at home. There were 28.1 percent of those in the 
first tenure category, 47.8 percent of those in the second tenure cate- 
gory, and 73.7 percent of those in the third tenure category who stated 
that they "very seldom" administer such punishment to their children. 

Of those in the first tenure category, 6.2 percent said that they 
administered such punishment to their children at home "quite often." 
Teachers in the other two tenure categories did not answer in this res- 
ponse category. There were 53.1 percent of those in the first tenure 


category, 43.5 percent of those in the second tenure category, and 5.3 
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percent of those in the third tenure category who said that they had no 
children. 
It should be noted that only 74 out of a possible 80 teachers 


responded to Question 14. 
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CHAPTER V 


SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND IMPLICATIONS 


SUMMARY 


The Problem 


This research was undertaken to determine the attitudes of 


pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators in selected schools of the 


Edmonton Public School System, toward corporal punishment in the schools. 


The areas of investigation were: 


s3 


Zi 


ores 


corporal punishment administered to children at home; 

the strapping of pupils in school; 

corporal punishment in school by means other than the strap; 
strapping pupils to improve their behavior; 


the effect of strapping some pupils for bad behavior, on the 
behavior of other pupils; 


strapping pupils to improve their achievement; 


the effect of strapping some pupils for under-achievement, on 
the achievement of other pupils; 


notifying parents when their child is strapped; 
obtaining parental permission before strapping a pupil; 


holding a grudge against the person deciding to have a pupil 
strapped; 


amount of strapping in schools; 
approval of strapping in the schools; 


pupils strapped in the Edmonton Public School System; 
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14. corporal punishment in the Edmonton Public School System other 
than by strapping; and 


15. corporal punishment of children at home. 

Comparisons of inter-group and intra-group responses were made 
to determine significant differences in the attitudes of the respondents 
in this study toward corporal punishment. All significant data related 
to each question on each research questionnaire were tabulated and dis- 


cussed to determine major findings. 


Related Literature 
In reviewing the literature related to the problem investigated 
in this research, certain limitations were observed. All forms of 
research material related to the following topics were reviewed as 
having implications for this study: 
1. The history of corporal punishment, and 


2. The legal aspects of corporal punishment in Canadian, British, 
and American Schools. 


Methodology 


Three instruments were used to obtain the data required for the 
research. Each instrument was designed to obtain personal data about 
the respondents, and also data related to corporal punishment in selected 
schools and homes. A number of "Specifics" were identified as being 
related to the use of corporal punishment in schools. Questions used 
on each research instrument were designed to obtain data related to 
these "specifics." The instruments were administered to a random sample 
of pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators in randomly selected 


schools in the Edmonton Public School System. 
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The data obtained from the completed questionnaires were tabu- 
lated and processed to provide cross-tabulations and to apply the chi- 
square test of significance. All personal data obtained in the research 
were tabulated and discussed in Chapter III, All frequency tables 
related to corporal punishment in schools, which had a chi-square pro- 
bability of 0.05 or less were discussed. A summary of all responses to 
the research questionnaires was placed in Appendix D for reference 


purposes. 


Findings 

The findings of this research were determined from significant 
data which were tabulated and analyzed in Chapter IV. These findings 
are given under headings which indicate the areas of investigation. 

Corporal punishment received at home. Regarding corporal punish- 
ment received by children at home, most of the female and all of the male 
administrators indicated that they had received corporal punishment at 
home while they were children. More of the administrators working at 
the Division III level than those working at the Division II level, 
received corporal punishment at home, as children. 

Most of the male and female pupils, but fewer female pupils in 
Division II stated that they had received corporal punishment at home. 
Data for other groups and subgroups were not significant and therefore 
were not used to determine findings. 

The strapping of pupils in school. In response to the question 
related to having been strapped in school, most of the pupils said that 
they had not received such punishment. This was true of pupils in Divi- 


sions II and III. In each case, more boys than girls, were recipients 
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of the strap in school. The number of boys in Division III who were 
strapped in school was slightly less than one-half. 

Of the parent respondents, about one-half stated that they had 
been strapped in school. There were just over twice as many males as 
there were females who were punished with a strap in school. 

Of the teacher respondents, nearly one-half had been strapped in 
school. More than three times as many male teachers as female teachers 
had experience with the strap while at school. About three times as 
many teachers over 30 years of age, as compared with those between 20 
and 30 years old, were strapped in school while they were pupils. Almost 
the same was true of teachers with over 5 years of tenure with the 
Edmonton Public School Board, when compared with teachers with less than 
5 years of tenure. This could mean that corporal punishment in schools 
has been continuously diminishing with each generation of pupils who com- 
pleted school. 

Most of the administrators stated that they had been strapped in 
school. 

Corporal punishment in schools, other than by strap. Most of 
the pupils who participated in the study indicated that they had not 
received other forms of corporal punishment except the strap, while in 
school. This was true for both Divisions II and III. In each case more 
males than females were punished by means other than the strap. 

Most of the parents, teachers, and administrators stated that, 
as pupils, they had not been punished by methods other than with the 


prescribed strap. 


Strapping pupils to improve their behavior. Most pupils, 
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parents, teachers, and administrators stated that they felt such punish- 
ment does have some merit when used to improve pupil-behavior. The 
group with the highest percentage of its members who felt this to be 
true was the administrator-group. The teacher-group was second in rank 
order, with the parent-group third, and the pupil-group fourth or last. 

The effect that strapping some pupils for bad behavior has on 
the behavior of other pupils. A majority of the respondents in each of 
the four groups indicated that in their opinion strapping some pupils 
for bad behavior tended to improve the behavior of other pupils, at least 
in some cases. 

All other respondents either did not know what effect such pun- 
ishment had on the behavior of other pupils, or they expressed a negative 
feeling toward its use. 

Strapping pupils to improve their achievement. Most of the 
pupils in Division II felt that strapping pupils for not doing their 
best work does not make them achieve better. Most of the teachers, and 
especially those with less than 5 years of tenure with the Edmonton Pub- 
lic School System felt that strapping pupils for under-achievement does 
not improve their achievement. It is possible that teachers with very 
few years of tenure are idealistic in their approach to teaching and 


refrain from the use of corporal punishment. 


The effect that strapping some pupils for under-achievement has 
on the achievement of other pupils. Most of the respondents in each 


group, and especially the parents, felt that strapping some pupils for 
under-achievement does not make other pupils achieve better. 


Less than one-half of the pupils in Division II felt that such 
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punishment has some merit in trying to improve the achievement of other 
pupils. 

Most of the teachers with less than 5 years of tenure with the 
Edmonton Public School Board felt that such discipline was of no value 
in improving the achievement of other pupils. Most of the teachers with 
more than 10 years of tenure also expressed the same opinion. Of the 
teachers with 5 to 10 years of tenure, slightly less than one-half felt 
that such punishment had no merit. A few indicated that they did not 
know, and slightly less than one-half felt that strapping some pupils 
did have a beneficial effect on the achievement of other pupils. 

Notifying parents when their child has been strapped. A large 
majority of the pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators felt that 
in most cases, parents should be notified when their child has been 
strapped. 

Obtaining parental permission before strapping a pupil. Just 
over one-half of the pupils stated that parental permission should be 
obtained, at least in some cases, before a pupil is strapped. Almost 
one-half of the pupils did not think that such permission was necessary. 

Most of the parents, teachers, and administrators felt that such 
permission was not necessary. 

Holding a_ grudge against the person deciding to have a pupil 
strapped. Only about one-third of the pupils indicated that they held 
a grudge against the persons who were responsible for having them 
strapped. 

Most of the parents, teachers, and administrators stated that 


they did not hold a grudge against such persons. 
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Amount of strapping in the schools. About one-fifth of the 
participants in this study felt that there was too much strapping in the 
schools. The largest number of these consisted of pupils and administra- 


[EOlESt. 

Pupils strapped in the Edmonton Public School System. A large 
majority of the pupils in Division II, both males and females, stated 
that they had not been strapped in the Edmonton Public School System. 
In Division III, just over one-half of the males and almost all the 
females stated likewise. More males than females were punished in that 


manner in the Edmonton Public Schools. 


Corporal punishment in the Edmonton Public School System by 


means other than the regulation strap. The majority of the pupils in 


Divisions II and III in the Edmonton Public School System have not 
received corporal punishment by means other than the strap. The majority 
of such pupils was greater in Division II than in Division III. Of those 
who said that they had received such punishment, most responded in the 
"Only once" and "A few times" categories. 

Corporal punishment of children at home. A majority of the 
parents, as well as teachers and administrators with children, indicated 
that they resorted to corporal punishment of their children at home, but 


this form of punishment is very seldom used by them. 


CONCLUSIONS 


On the basis of the findings of this study, the following con- 
clusions are drawn: 


1. In general, the attitudes of pupils, parents, teachers, and 
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administrators in the Edmonton Public School System were favor- 
able toward the strapping of pupils in schools. 

Most pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators felt that 
strapping pupils for bad behavior, tends to improve pupil- 
behavior. 

Pupils in Division II, and most teachers did not feel that 
strapping pupils for not doing their best work has a beneficial 
Gftect.. 

Most pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators favor the 
notification of parents when a pupil is strapped in school. 
Almost one-half of the pupils and a majority of the parents, 
teachers, and administrators felt that no parental permission 

is necessary before a pupil is strapped. 

The majority of pupils in the Edmonton Public School System have 
not been strapped in school. More boys than girls have been 
strapped. This holds true for the males who participated in the 
study. 

Most pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators did not hold 
a grudge against those responsible for having them strapped in 
school. 

The majority of the pupils in the Edmonton Public School System 
have not received corporal punishment which is not approved by 
board regulations. 

A large majority of the parents, as well as teachers and adminis- 
trators with children, administer a limited amount of corporal 


punishment to their children at home. 
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IMPLICATIONS 


The conclusions reached in this research point out the following 


considerations: 


ine 


Because the majority of the pupils, parents, teachers, and 
administrators have expressed approval of strapping pupils in 
schools, the Edmonton Public School Board should continue to 
formulate guidelines regarding the use of corporal punishment in 
its schools. These guidelines should be established by a com- 
mittee composed of pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators. 
This study shows that some forms of corporal punishment, not 
approved by school board regulations, are being administered to 
a limited number of pupils in the schools. Clarification of the 
teachers’ legal position in using such forms of punishment should 
be provided by the central administration of the school board to 
prevent legal action against the teachers. 

Data in the study indicate that pupils, parents, teachers, and 
administrators who participated in this study favor the notifica- 
tion of the parents when their child has been strapped in school. 
Edmonton Public School Board regulations presently provide for 
such notification, but these regulations do not specify any time 
limit within which the parents should be notified. It is recom- 
mended that these regulations be amended so that a definite time 
of notification be stated. 

Some pupils who participated in this research indicated that 
they did not wish their parents to know that they had been 


strapped in school. Consideration should probably be given to 
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be] 
respecting such confidentiality, perhaps at the discretion of 
the” school "principal . 

5. Because data indicate that some parents disapprove of corporal 
punishment in the schools, perhaps consideration should be given 
to respecting the wishes of these parents by leaving this matter 
to the discretion of the school principal who would select an 


alternate form of punishment. 


PROBLEMS FOR FURTHER STUDY 


This study is not an exhaustive one and many questions, related 
to corporal punishment in schools, are left unanswered. The following 
problems are suggested for further research. 

1. The scope of this study did not allow research into the circum- 
stances which prompt a teacher or administrator to administer 
corporal punishment to a pupil in school. This problem could be 
researched to determine the circumstances which result ina 
pupil receiving such punishment. 

2. The problem of finding alternatives to the use of corporal 
punishment could be researched. These alternatives could be 
classified as short-range solutions, intermediate-range solutions, 
long-range solutions in schools, and long-range solutions using 
outside agencies. 

3. A thorough investigation into the effectiveness of corporal 
punishment as a means of discipline should be undertaken. 

4. Case histories of pupils who have received corporal punishment 


frequently, and over a fairly long period of time could be 
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recorded and studied to determine the effectiveness of such 
punishment. 

An investigation of the various types of corporal punishment 
resorted to by teachers in the classroom, could be conducted in 
order to determine their effectiveness, the possible dangers in- 
volved, the effect of such punishment on other pupils, and the 
approval or disapproval of such punishment by pupils and parents. 
A study should also be done to determine how the use of corporal 
punishment compares with other methods of teaching pupils self- 
discipline. 

Another problem for further study should be an investigation of 
discipline methods in school jurisdictions where corporal punish- 


ment is not permitted in schools. 
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APPENDIX A 


This appendix includes copies of the letters sent to the princi- 
pals and the parents, asking them to cooperate in the research. It also 
contains the instructions to principals regarding the administration of 


the research instruments. 
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10925 - 87th Avenue 
Edmonton, Alberta 
MAavCioo yo ne 


Dear (Principal's name) 


Re: Research study on corporal punishment 


in the Edmonton Public School System. 


Further to our telephnone conversation regarding my 
research, I wish to thank you for accepting the responsibility 
of selecting the samples required from your school, and to sup- 
ervise the administering of the research questionaires. 


To select the required samples, please follow these 
instructions: 


]1. The pupil-sample. Assign numbers to all your 


Division pupils. Then taking one grade at a time, put in 

a duplicate set of numbers for this grade into a box. Draw two 
numbers out of the box to identify the two pupils from the grade 
who will be part of the pupil-sample. Repeating this procedure 
for each grade will yield the six pupils required from your school 
as participants in the research. 


zc. (he parent-sample.. . Oné parent. of, each, pupil, in 
the pupil-sample will become part of the parent-sample from your 


school. Send one parent-questionaire home with each pupil in the 
pupil-sample. The instructions to the parents are enclosed in the 
sealed envelope, with the questionaire. 


3. The teacher-sample. Assign a number to each teacher 
in Division . Place a duplicate number for each teachers into 
a box and draw two numbers out to identify the two teachers from 
your school who will be participants in the research. 


4. The administrator-sample. If you have an assistant 


principal in your school, decide by a toss of a coin as to which 
one should complete the research questionaire. 


As per your verbal assurance, please supervise the comp- 
letion of the questionaires sent to your school and return them to 
me in the self-addressed envelope, by school board truck. 


Once again, I thank you for your cooperation. 


Yours sincerely, 
M. Shalka 
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR ADMINISTERING THE QUESTIONNAIRES 


Please administer the questionnaires to the six pupils in your school, 
who were selected as participants in this research. 


It is important that pupils understand the instructions for completing 
the research instruments. 


Pupils should not be allowed to discuss the questionnaire items. They 
should record their own feelings or opinions. 


Collect the completed questionnaires and seal them in the envelope 
provided. 


Ask the two teachers in your school, who were selected as participants 
in this research, to complete their questionnaires and to return them 
to you in sealed envelopes. 


The administrator selected in your school as a participant in this 
research should complete his/her questionnaire and return it to you 
in a sealed envelope. 


Send the parent-questionnaires home with the pupils who participated 
in this research. Instructions to parents are included with their 
questionnaires. Ask the pupils to bring back the completed parent- 
questionnaires in sealed envelopes. 


Return all completed questionnaires, sealed in the large self-addressed 
envelope provided, by school board truck. 


Thank you 
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10925 - 87th Avenue 
Edmonton, Alberta 
March 35, L972 

Dear Parent or Guardian: 

As a principal of one of our city 
schools, I am conducting a research study on the subject 
of corporal punishment in our school system. In order to 
do this I am seeking the opinions of pupils, parents, 
teachers, and administrators. I sincerely hope that you 
will cooperate with me by providing some of the data. 
Please complete the questionnaire submitted to you and 
return it to the school, sealed in the envelope provided. 


Either parent may complete the questionnaire. Thanking 


VOU.  Cemain, 


Sincerely, 


Mig plavellliveg) 
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APPENDIX B 


This appendix includes the criteria used in selecting the schools 
which were involved in the study. It also includes a list of the schools 
which participated in the research. It also includes the criteria used 


for selecting the pupil, parent, teacher, and administrator samples. 
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SELECTION OF THE SAMPLE 


. To get the sample of elementary schools which would be used in the 


study, every fifth elementary school was chosen from the 1971-72 
Edmonton Public School System School Directory. 


To get the sample of junior high schools, every second junior high 
school was chosen from the same directory. 


It is from the 22 elementary schools and 20 junior high schools 
that the sample of pupils, parents, teachers, and administrators 
was obtained. The following methods of selection were used: 


(a) Pupils. Using the sample-schools two pupils from each grade 
(4 to 9 inclusive) were selected by using the "draw'' method. 
The total sample consisted of 252 pupils. 


(b) Parents. The parents of the pupils in the pupil-sample were 
selected for the parent-sample. It was left up to these parents 

as to whether the male or female parent of each pupil: would complete 
the inventory. The size of this sample was also 252. 


(c) Teachers. The teachers of grades 4 to 9 inclusive were assign= 
ed numbers. Using the "draw'' method two were chosen from each 
school. There were 84 teachers in the teacher-sample. 


(d) Administrators. One principal or assistant principal was select- 
ed from each sample-school. To determine which one should complete 
the inventory, the 'coin-toss'' method was used. This sample con- 
sisted of 42 administrators. 
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ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS SELECTED FOR THE SAMPLE 


School Address 

SAY OV IN ge peaecmtimet, Pees or le et ee wn or ge 8540 - 69 Ave. 
De CVU Ctianre mrcaetammnatseh so. s ie oatgees, ees: = WAL saee 
SRR AW ANAS h boa 9) othe he ee ee s 2 « lo4255= 106VAVe. 
GEUUC Cam mcmeowrs sn were rkye ss. s ts 10045 - 156 St. 
DEM CON @omrcs cmbse thts nti ska teavem toh ce Os Ss AAs) TSP Sie, 
DUGG algae co tres Greater ares a) esas 10616 - 36A Ave. 
ORCS taHeIGUCSar.ter ecm rueCln mas eel tetnawe. 10304 - 81 St. 
GHG ONG Bem wees tase “sr cel ome e ts eo uens 13520 - 102 Ave. 
Heh cue Glad mieten Meet rir ita tal e<Ret sou ae bs Rel 2s IZ1408-S 1038S. 
EiGl CWOUG Meeramrees Beate Ga Na dee ules cin. SHS) RAIS Shes 
Keil CLAN CMW Rowtmiee co mrcy Wei cy rcr hina. Son ey 7525 - 144 Ave. 
REMC POMmmert es Ge. bea eC ret aie ar Shen oo Omen PAVE. 
Meesy ah=NOM stu. .ks vine wer eta? s ~. « “92217-1260 Ave. 
MGAICHU Via een a Sein, at em e coeea 2.) Maus 18535e=) 13425C% 
MCOUGCIS weg torte pee eee mene peta se he 14425 McQueen Rd. 
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In this appendix are found the questionnaires that were used with 


the four groups that participated in the research. 
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INVENTORY OF PUPIL OPINION 


DIRECTIONS 


1, DO NOT PUT YOUR NAME ON THIS PAPER. It is only your opinion 
that we want. 


2. Check (“) the answer that best expresses your opinion or feeling. 
3. Answer all of the questions. 


4, When you have finished, return the completed inventory to 
your teacher. He will nut it into an envelope and seal it. 


PERSONAL FACTS 
We will not know who you are, but we want to know a few things 
about vou. This will help us do a better job of finding out how you feel 
about the "strapping" of pupils in our schools. 
Thank you for your help, 
I. Are you a boy or a girl? (1) Boy (2) Girl 


II. What grade are you in? Grade 


III. List the countries, other than Canada, in which you attended 


school. 

(1) No. of years 
(2) No.. of years 
(3) Now of syears =i) 
(4) No. of years 
es) No. of years 


Note: 
The laws of Canada allow teachers to punish pupils by the use 
of "reasonable force". 


The Fdmonton Public School Board tries to limit such force to 

the use of the strap on the palms of the pupils’ hands. It also 
tries to limit the amount of punishment to that which is permitted 
by the principal. 
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INVENTORY 


i 


Jaks 


LUE 


Ie 


Ws 


VE. 


VILG 


VELL 


Have you ever received corporal punishment at home? 
hye 

____ (2) Only once 

_13)5 Avfiew times 

___ (4) Many times 


Have you ever been strapped in school? 
Bae OTS fe 

2), Only once 

___(3) A few times 

___ (4) Many times 


Have vou ever received corporal punishment in school by means 
other than the strap? 

a Cla7No 

___ (2) Only once 

___(3) A few times 

___(4) Manv times 


Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior in school 
improves their behavicr? 

eI Ne 

02)? don"t know 

____ (3) In some cases 

_.__(4) Yes 


Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior in school 
improves the behavior of other punils? 

1)" No 

oo (2)= doen't now 

___(3) In some cases 

1 (49) ves 


Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best work 
in school will make them improve their work? 

——(1)/ No 

fl edonLeknow 

___ (3) In some cases 

___ (4) Yes 


Do vou feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best work 
in school will make other pupils do better work? 

SL) ANG 

wee leden ct know 

(3) a inesome cases 

____(4) Yes 


Do you feel that the parents should be notified when their child 
has been strapped? 

PeeCLy No 

(2) i den, & knew 

___(3) In some cases 

___ (4) Yes 
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IX. Do you feel that the parents’ nermission should be obtained 
before their child is strapped in school? 
we yh dahlo 
(2) I don't know 
___(3) In some cases 
ef4) Ves 


X. If you were strapped in school, did you hold a grudge against 
the person who decided to have you strapped? 

(1) No 

(2) I don't know 

___(3) In some cases 

___ (4) Yes 


XI. Do you think that there is too much strapping in our schools? 
(1) No 

(2) I don't know 

(3) In some cases 

___ (4) Yes 


XII. Are you in favor of the strapping of pupils in our schools? 
ze5 (1) No 
2 @)_ I don; t. know 
_.._(3) In some cases 
___ (4) Yes 


XIII. Have you ever been strapped in an Edmonton Public School? 
wel) No 
._ 1 (2), Only—enee 
___(3) A few times 
___(4) Many times 


XIV. Have you ever received corporal punishment in an Edmonton 
Public School by means other than the strap? 
=. 4 ano 
he (2) Only once 
t 1@)oA few times 
___(4) Many times 
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INVENTORY OF PARENT OPINION 


DIRECTIONS 


1. DO NO PUT YOUR NAME ON THIS PAPER, It is only your opinion 
that we want. 


2. Check (1) the answer that best expresses your opinion. 
3. Answer all of the questions. 


4, When you have finished place the inventory into the envelope 
provided, seal it, and return it to the school. 


PE.:SONAL FACTS 

In order to do this research thoroughly, it is important to us 
that we know some personal facts about you. Remember that we will 
not know who you are. 


Thank you for your cooperation. 


I. What is your parental status? 


eel) Father __.(4) Mother 

___(2) Step-father ___(5) Step-mother 

___(3) Male legal guardian ___(6) Female legal 
guardian 


(7) Other status (Explain 


II. What is your occupation? 


ITI. What is your wife's/husband's occupation? | 
IV. What is your religion? (Optional) 


V. What is your ethnic origin? (Optional) 


VI. List the number of children you have in each of the categories 
shown below. 


Boys Girls 
(1) 2-5 years old (4) 2-5 years old 
(2) 6-10 Ww ia] (5) 6-10 Lil w 
@) shl- 162 r (6) 11-16 '" " 


Note: Under section 43 of the Criminal Code of Canada corporal 
punishment is permissable in our schools. 


Edmonton Public School Board policy attempts to limit corporal 
punishment to the use of the strap on the palms of the pupils' 
hands. It also attempts to limit it to the extent of the 
punishment approved by the principal. 
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INVENTORY 


I. Have you ever received corporal punishment at home? 
= (1) No 
~ (2) Only once 
=" (3)"A few times 
___(4) Many times 


II. Have you ever been strapped in school? 
a (1) No 
~~ (2) Only once 
_._ (3) A few times 
___ (4) Many times 


iff. t..ve you ever received corporal punishment in school by means 
other than the strap? 
Pele No 
efas(4a0Only once 
___ (3) A few times 
_ (4) Many times 


IV. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior in school 
improves their behavicr? 
shy Wasio 
eh ye donst know 
_..(3) In some cases 
(4). Yes 
V. Do yeu feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior in school 
improves tie behavior of other punils? 
Pee) eNO 
wan iebean ot Loow 
(3) In sone cases 
13)(4), Nes 


VI. Do vou feel that strapping nupils for not doing their best work 
in school will make them improve their work? 
ven Leo 

etal 2 el donlt. know 

). (3) Invsome cases 


(4) Yes 


VII. Do vou feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best work 
in school will make other pupils do better work? 
Sec Lyehe 
(2) on. Ceknow 
(2) In some cases 
64) Yas 


VIII. Do you feel that the parents should be notified when their child 
has been strapped? 
soya ui 
ee ai acon. & know 


___.(3) In some cases 
~. (4) Yes 
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Do you feel that the parents’ permission should be obtained 
before their child is strapped? 

ern) No 

2) Isdon er know 

__.(3) In some cases 

(4) Yes 


If you were strapped in school, did you hold a grudge against 
the person who decided to have you strapped? 

_. Ave Ne 

Be (2)eieden, t know 

___(3) In some cases 

___(4) Yes 


Do you think that there is too much strapping in our schools, 
(1) No 

250 don’t know 

___ (3) In some cases 

___ (4) Yes 


Are you in favor of the strapning of pupils in our schools? 
=. C1 JANG 

(2) ¥liedon’ tknow 

(3) In- sone: cases 

__(4) Yes 


Are you in favor of any form of corporal punishment in our schools? 
Sen @ OR \ fo 

AE(20at dant know 

___(3) In some cases 

___(4) Yes 


Do you administer corporal punishment to your children at home? 
__ CY) NG 

___ (2) Very seldom 

__(3) Quite often 

(4) No children 


If you administer corporal punishment to your children at home, 
at what age do you feel that it should stop? 


Age for boys Age for girls 


eeloodoe aus mt guiqantie douin nna, at orods 7 tats oy 00 


Selnedoe quo ni 2efiquq Yo safanne ad? {hiked att 
wort, 3* nb @ 7 ee 
2: : 
ea 


_ 


telsortos yuo ak ingmtetang Inside to pnd yn Ve teed To 
gomk a*nob I - 
pHRRD Shine aes 


,2nnd If ngtblivs 9s 9) Jnpodedaug Inyoq mo - yor 
Snota bfugita 41 sats Toot Boy Yam joy 36 on 


#itie 197 SaA ayad tnt — —* 


149 


INVENTORY OF TEACHER OR ADMINISTRATOR OPINION 


DIRECTIONS 
1. DO NOT PUT YOUR NAME ON THIS PAPER 
2. Check (v7) the answer that best expresses your opinion. 


3. When you have finished, p’ace tte completed inventory into the 
envelope provided, seal it, and return it to the principal. 


PFRSONAL FACTS 


In order to do this research thoroughly, it is important for me 
to know some personal facts about you. Remember that I will not 
know who vou are. 


Thank you for your cooperation. 


I. What is your age? 
___(1) 20-30 
(2) 31-40 
___(4) over 40 years old 


II. What is your sex? 
(1) Male 
(2) Female 


III. At what level do you teach or supervise? 
(1) Division II (Grades 4,5,and 6) 
(2) Diviston III (Grades 7,8, and 9) 


IV. How many years of teacher education do you have? 
(1) 1-3 
(2) over 3 


V. How long have you worked in the Edmonton Public School System? 
peenG! ealinder 5) years 
___(2) 5-10 years 
» (3), Over 10 years 


VI. List the country or countries in which you have taught, outside 


of Canada. 


1. NOwe OL yGalsu oo 


oe No. of years 


3% No. of years 


4, No. of years 
VIL. What is your present position? 
(1) Teacher 
(2) Assistant Principal 
(3) Principal 
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VIIL. List the number of children you have in each of the categories 
shown below. 


Boys Girls 
(1) 2=5 years “old (4) 2-5 years old 
@) Beli w " (5) 6-10 t " 
(Bye esr" " (6) 11-16 " i. 


Note: 


Under section 43 of the Criminal Code of Canada, corporal punishment 
is permissible in our schools. 


Edmonton Public School Board policy attempts to limit corporal 
punishment to the use of the strap on the palms of the nupils' 
hands. It also attempts to limit the extent of the punishment 
to that approved by the principal. 
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INVENTORY 


I. Have you ever received corporal punishment at home? 
apd GB masks) 
my (2) Only once 
—~ (3) A few Cimes 
_._.__(4) Many times 


II. Have you ever been strapped in school? 
eC) NO 
me ecC2y Only once 
___(3) A few times 
___(4) Many times 


III. Have you ever received corporal punishment in school by means 
other than the strap? 
£1 GL No 
~_ 262); Only ;once 
___(3) A few times 
___(4) Many times 


IV. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior in school 
improves their behavior? 
~—_£0GL)y Ho 
9x62 el don: t. know 
_1:(3)) In ‘some cases 
__ (4) Yes 


V. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior in school 
improves the behavior of other punils? 
£201 )y No 
7 i2 ye L don't know 
___(3) In some cases 
_..(4) Yes 


VI. Do vou feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best work 
in school will make them improve their work? 
— iol ag 
Pe (2) ie don't know 
¢ «(3)_ dni some, cases 
s itt) Mes 


VII. Do vou feel that» strappine pupils for not doing theiri best work 
in school will make other punils do better work? 
ee Leo 
wn 2) 2 dowel Know 
= (3) ine some cases 
I= (5) Xes 


VIII. Do you feel that the parents should be notified when their child 
has been strapped? 
Pee yao 
___ (2) I don't know 
(3) In some cases 
___(4) Yes 
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IX. Do you feel that the parents' permission should be obtained 


xs 


XII. 


» EL § 


XIV. 


XV. 


before 
preset h) 
ee (2) 
pea (3) 
(4) 


If you 


their child is strapped? 
No 

I don't know 

In some cases 

Yes 


were strapped in school, did you hold a grudge against 


the person who decided to have you strapped? 


No 
I don't know 
In some cases 
Yes 


think that there is too much strapping in our schools, 
No 

I don't know 

In some cases 

Yes 


Are you in favor of the strapping of pupils in our schools? 


poe) 
=ee (2) 
TOR (3) 
eens) 


No 

I don't know 
In some cases 
Yes 


LoZ 


Are you in favor of any form of corporal punishment in our schools? 


eer) 


If you 


No 
I don't know 
In some cases 
Yes 


No 

Very seldom 
Quite often 
No children 


administer corporal punishment to your children at home? 


administer corporal punishment to your children at home, 
at what age do you feel that it should stop? 


Age for boys Age for girls 


Satoodon tuo mk eliqua to amiqqnzss sdz io: oe 


med 1 


Teloofse tuo at eonRelE OY isieqras to aes nas to rove? nat 2 oe 


smo te getbiido twoy ot tas into 
tqote bluoda 2¥ tars voy ob ogo Pro 
alxtg 0% s9A___ eyod=t07 oFA 


APPENDIX D 


SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TO QUESTIONNAIRES 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Question 15: If you administer corporal punishment to your children at 
home, at what age do you feel that it should stop? 


Parent Teacher Administrator 
Responses Responses Responses 
Age Total % 
5 0 0 0 0 a 0.50 
6 ] Z ] 0 1] rae 
7. ] 0 0 0 9 Lao 
8 @ 2 ] ] 16 3.94 
9 0 0 2 2 10 2.46 
10 4 3 ii 6 64 15.76 
im 2 2 2 0 10 3.94 
12 ] 8 7 5 104 25.62 
13 ] 2 3 6 nr chemme dl \Uisce ky 
14 2 5 2 5 53*) 19205 
15 4 4 ] 2 26 6.40 
16 2 4 0 0 37 9.11 
iy 0 0 0 0 5 le2o 
18 0 0 0 0 1 Sey Al 
19 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 
20 0 0 0 0 ] Ones 


02.0 


ar.ef 


~~ 


af 


HSS) 
summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: All Four Groups 
i ups 2 Parents Ly Teachers, 4. Adminisitrators 


Question |. Have you ever received corporal punishment at home? 


Only A few Many 
once 
2 
1 Nt xX” = L5.948 
2 229 
3 80 df = 9 
4 41 
P = 0.068 
Total 587 
Total % OO LO 
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Question 2. Have you ever been strapped in school? 


Total 
Total % 


Question 3. Have you ever received corporal punishment in school by 
means other than the strap? 


Total 
Total % 
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summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: AIS Poudr Grou ps 

ie Pal Dries fae Parents 3, Teachers 4Administrators 

Question 4. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior in 
school improves their behavior? 


| don't In some 


know cases Yes 

| 238 x? = 22.418 

Z 229 

4 80 df = 9 

4 41 

2 5 0.008 

Total 588 
Total % WMeyvevece) 


Question 5. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior in 
school improves the behavior of other pupI|s? 


Groups 
| 2. 
238 vy Ge a i Yt estes i 
2 229 
2 80 df = 9 
4 4] 
P< 0.608 
Total 588 
Total % VOCE 


Question 6. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing thelr best 


work In school will make them Improve their work? 

Groups 

1 Yoe \6n 155 
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5 df = 9 

4 

Pep 0 050 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: AlLIAFOurecrotoes 
li, Pupils 2, Pairengds 3, Teachers 4,.Administrators 


Question 7. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
work in school will make other pupils do better work? 


| don't In some 
know cases 


Total 
Total % 


Question 8. Do you feel that the 
child ts strapped? 


Groups 
2 
| AM =e 552567 
2 
3 df = 9 
4 
PP <<) Oe! 
Total 
Total % 
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Question 9. Do you feel that the parents' permission should be obtained 
before their child is strapped? 


Total 
Total % 


om ee oe ee eee ae ed re ee ee ees ae ee ee ee re me ee es ee ee ee gm me ee me eee ee ne ee ee ee ee ee et es ee ee ee ee ee ee ee oe 


. ve: 
+ stnei6y aah teat fast voy 0G .B8 noltae 
Sbaqqeite #! blitto ; 


> 


benistdo ed bluod2 nalaeimeq 'etnersq eft ted? tse7 woy of 2 nol t20u9 - 
Sbaqqstte 2i blinds sieAt spread 


12S 


Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: MiniMrOuUrG FOUpS 
ie Foal Neil Less 2. Parents 3, Teachers 4 Admrntsrrartors 


Question 10. If you were strapped in school, did you hold a grudge 
against the person who decided to have you strapped? 


| don't In some 
know cases 


BWN > 


Total 
otal 


Question I!. Do you think that there is too much strapping in our 
schools? 


Question 12. Are you in favor cf the strapping of pupils in our schools? 


Groups 
| EE eae 
v. 
5 df = 9 
4 
Po =>) 6,0c1 
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Total % 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Pupils in Division a7 


I. Males ae Females 4 4, 


Question |. Have you ever received corporal punishment at home? 


Only A few Many 
once times times 
Z 
xX” = 8.975 
! 70 
2 62 df = 3 
ee O.029 
Total PZ. 
Total % 1HO0.0 


Question 2. Have you ever been strapped in school? 


Total 
Total % 
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Question 3. Have you ever received corporal punishment in school by 
means other than the strap? 


Total 
Total % 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnalres 


Groups Compared: Eup Se tye vo St One LL 
es Males fh, VeCERMRS SS 5. 43 


Question 4. Do you feel that strapping pupI!Is for bad behavior in 
school improves their behavior? 


{ don't In some 


know cases Yes 
Yo =. 0.266 
| TO 
2 62 df = 3 
Pp = 0.966 
Total Mee 
Total % 1O:D:..0 
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Question 5. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior In 
school improves the behavior of other pupils? 


Question 6. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing thelr best 
work in school will make them improve their work? 


Groups Total 
x2 = Ree eke Re) 
1 Te 
9 62 df = 3 
P = 0.014 
Total 152 
Total % 100.0 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: FU, Daigle a cll aaa eValeS © Ine ob 
\4 Males 2. Females aa as 


Question 7. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
work in school will make other pupils do better work? 


| don't In some 
Groups No know cases Yes Total 


Total 21 28 
Total % eee Ok Mea). A 


Question 8. Do you feel that the parents should be notified when their 
child ts strapped? 


Groups 
x2 = 44559 
2 dja == 5 
pra * 08225 
Total 
Total % 


Se ne 


Question 9. Do you feel that the parents' permission should be obtained 
before their child is strapped? 


Groups Total 
x? = Lai ow 
1 70 
2 62 df = 5 
Pr = 08 539 
Total 132 
Total % 100.0 
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summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: PiespaleleGomdeiten lhl Seise free ioL 
I}. Males 2. Females Se 4, 


Question 10. If you were strapped in school, did you hold a grudge 
against the person who decided to have you strapped? 


| don't In some 


know cases 
x7 298 
: dt jue eS 
P = Oe 
Total 
Total % 50 


Question I!. Do you think that there is too much strapping in our 
schoo!s? 


Groups 


= 
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Total % 
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Question 12. Are you in favor cf the strapping of pupils in our schools? 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Poppi ts i nyotvys sions LT 
I. Males Zs Females oh 4. 


Question 13. Have you ever been strapped in an Edmonton Public School? 


Only A few Many 
once times times 
x27 = 12.715 
2 af a= » 
Pa 0 005 
Total 
Total % 
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Question 14. Have you ever received corporal punishment in an Edmonton 
Public School by means other than the strap? 


Groups 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 
Groups Compared: ah Se ad ans cd al ppaleseh pmae e Se 


lf Males a Females 3, ae 


Question |. Have you ever received corporal punishment at home? 


Only A few Many 
once times times 


Question 2. Have you ever been strapped in school? 


Total 
Total % 
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Question 3. Have you ever received corporal punishment in school by 
means other than the strap? 


Total 
Total ¢% 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: LED Se sliver OueveS (Omen 
{. Males 2s Females ‘t ag 


Question 4. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior in 
school improves thelr behavior? 


{ don't In some 
know cases Yes 


Question 5. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior in 
school improves the behavior of other pupils? 


Groups 
x2 = are Oe: 
| 5)5) 
2 5r| df = 5 
P = ORO 
Total 106 
Total ¢ 0G". 0 
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Question 6. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 


work in school will make them improve their work? 
Groups Total 
e = 5 GUL 
1 oe 
Z oa df = ) 
P = Oi. cei 
Total Ae 
Total % 100.0 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Piel 1 Se ine Dil Vi Sad On Talal 
|. Males 2. _vemales. — Bb, 4. 


Question 7. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
work in school will make other pupils do better work? 


| don't In some 
know cases 


Total 
Total % 


Question 8. Do you feel that the parents should be notified when their 
child fis strapped? 


Groups 
x2 = Bret eel 
1 Oy 
4) | df = ) 
P = 0..043 
Total 106 
Total 4% 100.0 


Question 9. Do you feel that the parents' permission should be obtained 
before their child is strapped? 
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2 
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1 py) 
y, eM Si) Sate . 
P = 0.189 
Total Wee 
Total % 100.0 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnalres 


Groups Compared: a i eal ae Ble Be 
Peet res 2. Females Stik 4, 


Question 10. If you were strapped in school, did you hold a grudge 
against the person who decided to have you strapped? 


1 don't In some 
know cases 


Total 
Total % 


Question I1. Do you think that there is too much strapping in our 


schools? 
Groups 
2 
xX" = O, 758 
| 54 
2 5 df = 3 
P = Oe Ea9 
Total 10D 
Total % 1@@.@ 
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Question 12. Are you in favor cf the strapping of pupils in our schools? 


Groups Total 
x2 = (fe ay ays 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


. . 


Groups Compared: Pupits ineDivdistlon ITT 


bs Males Zs Females by ae 


Question 13. Have you ever been strapped in an Edmonton Public School? 


Only A few Many 
once times times 
x2 = ZO AO 
1 55 
2 | df = 3 
P < ORO Ou 
Total 106 
Total % 100.0 


Question 14. Have you ever received corporal punishment in an Edmonton 
Public School by means other than the strap? 


Groups 
x2 = Ete ah is 8) 
| ie) 
} By || gt = 5 
P = 0.004 
Total 106 
Total ¢ 100.0 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Parents - by Sex 
gs Males ae Females 3, ae 


Question |. Have you ever received corporal punishment at home? 


Only A few Many 
once times times 
x? = 6.498 
! 75 
2 154 che 
P = 0.089 
Total 229 
Total ¢% Neneh ae) 
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Question 2. Have you ever been strapped in school? 


Total 
Total % 


ee ee ee we oe on wes ce oe wee ee we we ee oe oe ae es ee ee ee we OE OS ee ee Se eee 


Question 3. Have you ever received corporal punishment in school by 
means other than the strap? 


Total 
Total % 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Pavesi Se= a yo oex 


Uy Males Ze Females 3. 4. 


Question 4. Do you feel that strapping pupi!is for bad behavior In 
school improves thelr behavior? 


| don’t In some 


know cases Yes 
x~ = 1.058 
df = 43 
Pi = Oly oa 


Question 5. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior fn 
school improves the behavior of other pupils? 


Groups 
| x? = oe 
2 Of = 
Ba eG 
Total 
Total % 
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Question 6. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
work In school will make them improve their work? 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Parents - by Sex : 


[. Males 2. Females 3. iN, 


Question 7. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
work in school will make other pupils do better work? 


| don't In some 
know cases 


Total 
Total % 


Question 8. Do you feel that the parents should be notified when their 
child is strapped? 


Groups 
2 
xX" = 0.568 
1 ea 
y, 154 df = 3 
P = 0.903 
Total 229 
Total 4% 16.2 has fe ye seein exemue 


pean Gov que 600 cian can oun mum fixt das Stn /Se> tow <b tae a> Gm lin Ga Ged aD ON O50 OUT ae OOD ES ES On Om aw SD OD Se Ow SE Wve GP oes gs ome On tm on OF Eb Ow ES en on SS Se ee en ee eee ae eee ee 


Question 9. Do you feel that the parents’ permission should be obtained 
before their child is strapped? 


Groups 
ee 3.570 
| 75 
D 152 df = S 
ee Ova tal 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Parents - by Sex 
1. Males Ze Females 3 4. 


Question 10. If you were strapped in school, did you hold a grudge 
against the person who decided to have you strapped? 


| don't In some 
know cases 


| ies 73 
2 3 
0.007 
Total 24 186 
Total % 58.6 14.5 Lea (hee 100.0 
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Question ||. Do you think that there is too much strapping in our 
schools? 


Groups 


Total 
Total % 
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Question 12. Are you in favor cf the strapping of pupils in our schools? 


Groups Total 
x? Pe gery 
| a) 
2 154 df = 3 
Pi = 0.2049 
Total 229 
Total % 100.0 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Parents = sD yaioex 
fees Sew oss 2 —Frenates oe 4, 


Cuestion 13. Are you In favor of any form of corporal punishment in our 
schools? 


| don't In some 


No know cases Yes = 
ee mo ore 
: df = 3 
Pp = .085 
Total 
Total % 


Question 14. Do you administer corporal punishment to your own children 


at home? 
Very Quite No 
No seldom often children 
x? = 8 6 ONS 
| U5 
Z. | D4 df = 3 
P = O65 SHS 
Total 229 
Total % OKO AO) 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Parents—-—by-Rel-baton 
lL) sleOnkheGaeashinte 62), Lutheran 3.Greek-Orrhodox 4% Others 


Question |. Have you ever received corporal punishment at home? 


Only A few Many 
once times times 
1 139 ner es 6.316 
Z 19 
5 10 df = 9 
4 23 
Peat 7 OF 
Total 191 
Total % 12010". 0 


Question 2. Have you ever been strapped in school? 


Total 
Total %| 
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Question 3. Have you ever received corporal punishment in school by 
means other than the strap? 


Total 
Total % 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Peace lie. aD yane jcccon 
lr. -Prorestani2. Lutheran 3.Greek Orthodox 4. Others 


Question 4. Do you feel that strapping pupiis for bad behavior in 
school improves their behavior? 


| don't In some 


know cases Yes 

] 139 x2 = LeOS'S 

2 19 

2 10 df = 9 

4 25 

P= OSes 

Total 191 
Total % 100.0 
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Question 5. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior in 
school improves the behavior of other pupils? 


Groups 
(ae 
1 139 yar ES A OZ 
2 19 
5 10 df = 9 
4 ZS 
P..= 0.909 
Total A 
Total ¢% iO OnG 


Question 6. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
work in school will make them improve their work? 


Total % 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: ParentS > eby, Rel ko lyon 
ld Protrestania@s Luthecan 3,Greek Orthodox 4. Others 


Question 7. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
work in school will make other pupils do better work? 


| don't tn some 
know cases 


Total 
Total % 


Question 8. Do you feel that the parents should be notified when their 
child ts strapped? 


Groups 
x2 ==9 759 
Z _ 
3 dfat =F 9 
: PP =20 416 
Total 
Total % 


Question 9. Do you feel that the parents' permission should be obtained 
before their child is strapped? 


Groups 
x? =| 6. Za 
o. a 
3 df 9 
4 pr == 0 DL 
Total 


Total % 
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summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Parents — §bvrden ladon 
lo. PrRatestant 2, Lutheran SCreak Orthodox 4.) Others 


Question 10. If you were strapped in school, did you hold a grudge 
against the person who decided to have you strapped? 


| don't In some 


know cases Yes 
Zee 

| 109 X- a= 19.6834 

Zz 17 

ES nO df = 9 

4 18 

Po. = 10).069 

Total Zeal 20) 154 
Total % iaie) es @ Lae 6 100720 
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Question ||. Do you think that there is too much strapping in our 


schools? 

Groups = 

1 x2 => Oreo 9 

2 

3 df «= 2 

4 

P = 0.419 

Total 
Total % 


eee ew eee cree eae ce ee ete eee ee es ese ee we ee cae ee ae Oe eee eee we ee re oe ee ee ee ee we ee ee ee ee es ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee 


Question 12. Are you in favor cf the strapping of pupils in our schools? 


Groups 
1 x27 = 5.004 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Parents - by Religion 
I. Frolrestanl 2res-Usrnedwan 3.Greek Orthodox 4. Others 


Cuestion 13. Are you In favor of any form of corporal punishment in our 
schools? 


| don't In some 
know cases Yes 


Question 14. Do you administer corporal punishment to your own children 
at home? 


Total 
Total % 
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summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Reeds Mom y me Tne MOT WG It 
he 9 a Na Pat EG) 2. German Ss Slav ie 4. Others 


Question |. Have you ever received corporal punishment at home? 


Only A few Many 
once times 
1 ee) x? = 14.995 
2 29 
5 20 df = 9 
a 44 
Pp = 0.091 
Total ee 
Total ¢% 1100-0 


Question 2. Have you ever been strapped in school? 


Total 
Total %| 


Question 3. Have you ever received corporal punishment in school by 
means other than the strap? 


Total 
Total % 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Porent Sey err nn te: Or loin 
eee rien 2. German Seer Olav ic 4° Or hers 


Question 4. Do you feel that strapping pupiis for bad behavior In 
school improves their behavior? 


| don't In some 


know cases Yes 

1 85 x2 = ° 13.3805 

2 29 

3 20 df = 9 

4 44 

P = Bhar aS) 

Total ais 
Total % 100.0 


Question 5. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior [In 
school improves the behavior of other pupli!s? 


Groups 

85 X27 = 14.906 

2 29 

3 20 df = 9 

4 44 

P = 0.093 

Total 78 
Total % eyonane) 


Question 6. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
work In school will make them Improve their work? 


Total 
Total 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: rerents = by Erninic Or hain 
beg are 2, -Gcerman By Aa Ve ‘we oune ts 


Question 7. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
work in school will make other pupils do better work? 


| don't In some 
Groups No know cases Yes Total 


Total 
Total % 


Question 8. Do you feel that the parents should be notified when their 
child is strapped? 


Groups 
| 85 x2 = 16.867 
2 29 
3 20 dt. = S) 
4 44 
p= 620506 
Total ine 
Total 1000 
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Question 9. Do you feel that the parents' permission should be obtained 
before their child is strapped? 


Total 
Total % 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: ene ch phim. Ca) Jeiven Venti nglige wm @) eu tel 


ie to shadlen pl a 9. German 5 ee evils am 207 hers 
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Question 10, If you were strapped in school, did you hold a grudge 
against the person who decided to have you strapped? 


|} don't In some 


know cases Yes 
Z 
| X 6.379 
2 
% df = 9 
4 0.059 
P = 
Total 
Total % 


Question |1. Do you think that there is too much strapping in our 
schoo!s? 


Total 
Total % 


Total 
Total % 
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Summary of Responses to Questlonnalres 


Groups Compared: ParentsS@=CbyFrEthhiic Ontigiin 
ls BePrtTsh 2. German 3. “STavic 4. Others 


Cuestion 13. Are you In favor of any form of corporal punishment in our 
schools? 


1 don't In some 


know cases 7 
1 x? = (8.4350 
2 
3 df = 9 
4 
P = 0.06 
Total 
Total % 
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Question 14. Do you administer corporal punishment to your own children 
at home? 


Very Quite No 


Groups No seldom often children 

] 67 9 @) oD xX” = Vo SHS 

2 19 4 0) 29 

4 1S 3 6) ZAG df = 9 

4 oy 5) @) 44 

P = 0) 5 550 

Total jon 19 ¢) 178 
Total’? 15.7 73.6 10nd 0.0 100.0 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Parents, sbegcners, ond AGmMInisa1ftalors 


(ene on is 2. Jeachers Se nami mt ottatrors, A. 


Cuestion 13. Are you In favor of any form of corporal punishment in our 
schools? 


1 don't In some 


know cases 
1 228 x2 = 8455 
Z 78 
ms 39 df = 6 
Pee OF 207 
Total 345 
Total ¢% 100.40 
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Question 14. Do you administer corporal punishment to your own children 
at home? 


Very Quite No 
often children 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Female Parents 
i. NOn= Women 2. Wowk nds Ds 4, 


Question |. Have you ever received corporal punishment at home? 


Only A few Many 
once times times 
x? = Oye | 
1 100 
y ay df = @ 
P = 06820 
Total Be 
Total A | OOo @ 


Total 
Total 4] 


Question 3. Have you ever received corporal punishment in school by 
means other than the strap? 


Total 
Total % 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Female Parents 
|. Non-Working2. Working oe 4. 


Question 4. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior in 
school improves their behavior? 


| don't In some 


knaw cases Yes 
Kee A105 55 
| 100 
2 5 1 df = 5 
P = (0) SO] 
Total 541 
Total % 100.0 
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Question 5. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior fn 
school improves the behavior of other pupils? 


Question 6. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
work In school will make them Improve their work? 


Groups 
x? = Fae | 8H 
1 100 
2 Dal df = 3 
Puan On 479 
Total ee 
Total % 100.0 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Ee mai lte) Pa rein tas 
|.Non-Working 2. Working Be 4, 


Question 7. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
work in school will make other pupils do better work? 


| don't In some 
Groups No know cases Yes Total 


Question 8. Do you feel that the parents should be notified when their 
child is strapped? 


Groups 
X27 = 1.581 
1 100 
2 5 1 dt = 3 
feb 0.663 
Total 151 
Total % 100.0 
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Question 9. Do you feel that the parents' permission should be obtained 
before their child is strapped? 


Groups 
x2 = Seats i) 
1 100 
2 49 df = 3 
P = 0.549 
Total 149 
Total % OG. 0 
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summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Female Parents 
BS NOU WO lang 2 Working ae An 


Question 10. If you were strapped in school, did you hold a grudge 
against the person who decided to have you strapped? 


| don't In some 


know cases 
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Question ||. Do you think that there is too much strapping in our 
schools? 
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Question 12. Are you in favor cf the strapping of pupils in our schools? 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Female Parents 
l-Non-Werking 2. Working 3. 4. 


Cuestion 13. Are you In favor of any form of corporal punishment in our 
schools? 
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Question 14. Do you administer corporal punishment to your own children 
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Summary of Responses fo Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Teachers - by Age 
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Question |. Have you ever received corporal punishment at home? 


Only A few Many 
once times times 


Question 2. Have you ever been strapped in school? 
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Question 3. Have you ever received corporal punishment in school by 
means other than the strap? 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Teachers - by Age 
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Question 4. Do you feel that strapping pupliis for bad behavior In 
school Improves their behavior? 


| don't tn some 


knew cases Yes 
42 x2 = 4.902 
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22 df = 6) 
P = 2 D565 
80 
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Question 5. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior In 
school improves the behavior of other pupils? 
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Question 6. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Teachers - by Age 
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Question 7. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
work in school will make other pupils do better work? 


| don't In some 
Groups No know cases Yes Total 


Total 
Total % 


Question 8. Do you feel that the parents should be notified when their 
child is strapped? 
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Question 9. Do you feel that the parents' permission should be obtained 
before their child is strapped? 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Teachers - by Age 
Dae Ue SUV CS 2eeol=40-Vre. 3,cover w40-ycos. 4. 


Question 10. If you were strapped in school, did you hold a grudge 
against the person who decided to have you strapped? 


| don't In some 


know cases 
1 x2 = 6.023 
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Question |1. Do you think that there is too much strapping in our 


schools? 
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Question 12. Are you in favor cf the strapping of pupils in our schools? 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: feacnherss = byrAge 
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Cuestion 13. Are you In favor of any form of corporal punishment in our 
schools? 


| don't In some 


know cases 
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Question 14. Do you administer corporal punishment to your own children 
at home? 


Very Quite No 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Teachers - by Sex ee 
2 Males De Pemales” 3, 4. 


Question |. Have you ever received corporal punishment at home? 


Only A few Many 
once times times 
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2 38 df = 3 
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Total 80 
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Question 2. Have you ever been strapped in school? 
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Question 3. Have you ever received corporal punishment in school by 
means other than the strap? 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: heacners = eby. sex 
ie Males 2. Females ay Ae 


Question 4. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior in 
school improves thelr behavior? 


| don't In some 
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Question 5. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior In 
school improves the behavior of other pupils? 
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Question 6. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
work In school will make them improve their work? 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Teachers - by Sex 
ie Males 2. Females x 4. 


Question 7. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
work in school wil! make other pupils do better work? 


1 don't In some 


Groups No know cases 


Total 
Total % 


Question 8. Do you feel that the parents should be notified when their 
child ts strapped? 
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Question 9. Do you feel that the parents' permission should be obtained 
before their child is strapped? 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Jeseie ema a oex 


1. Males oa Females Ly Ae 


Question 10. If you were strapped in school, did you hold a grudge 
against the person who decided to have you strapped? 


1 don't In some 


know cases 
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Question |1. Do you think that there is too much strapping in our 
schools? 


Question 12. Are you In favor cf the strapping of pupils in our schools? 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: 1eaCner ss] Dy ge x 
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Cuestion 13. Are you In favor of any form of corporal punishment in our 
schools? 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Teachers - Teacher Education 
Pe [=S-yeagrs 2. over 3 Yrs. 3, 4. 


Question |. Have you ever received corporal punishment at home? 


Only A few Many 
once times times 
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Question 3. Have you ever received corporal punishment in school by 
means other than the strap? 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Teachers - Teacher Education 
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Question 4. Do you feel that strapping pupiis for bad behavior In 
school Improves thelr behavior? 
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(ee PETS 
| 14 
Z 66 df = 3 
P = 0.498 
Tota| 80 
Total % 100.0 


Question 5. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior jn 
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Question 6. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Teachers - Teacher Education 
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Question 7. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
work in school will make other pupils do better work? 


| don't In some 
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Question 8. Do you feel that the parents should be notified when their 
child ts strapped? 
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Question 9. Do you feel that the parents' permission should be obtained 
before their child is strapped? 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Teachers - Teacher Education 
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Question 10. If you were strapped in school, did you hold a grudge 
against the person who decided to have you strapped? 
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Question 12. Are you in favor cf the strapping of pupils In our schools? 
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Groups Compared: leacherss —~ leecher educa thon 
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Cuestion 13. Are you In favor of any form of corporal punishment in our 
schools? 


1 don't In some 


know cases 
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Total ie 
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Question 14. Do you administer corporal punishment to your own children 


at home? 
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Question |. Have you ever received corporal punishment at home? 


Only A few Many 
once times times 
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Question 3. Have you ever received corporal punishment in school by 
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Question 4. Do you feel that strapping pupi|is for bad behavior In 
school improves their behavior? 


| don't In some 


know cases Yes 
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Question 5. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior in 
school improves the behavior of other pupils? 
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Groups Compared: Teachens © Servicecw ith 'EPSB 
Hi iilere, 55 Yse DB 5105 YRS 3, OVeWE 109 Vins, 4). 


Question 7. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
work in school will make other pupils do better work? 


| don't In some 
Groups No know cases Yes Total 


Question 8. Do you feel that the parents should be notified when their 
child ts strapped? 
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Total 
Total % 


er ee ae ee en eee cee ee ee ne ne me ee ce ee ey es we wy es SE Oe oe Se ee ee ee Oe me ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee 


Question 9. Do you feel that the parents’ permission should be obtained 
before their child is strapped? 
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Question 10. If you were strapped in school, did you hold a grudge 
against the person who decided to have you strapped? 
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Question II. Do you think that there is too much strapping in our 
schools? 


Question 12. Are you in favor cf the strapping of pupils in our schools? 
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Cuestion 13. Are you In favor of any form of corporal punishment in our 
schools? 


| don't In some 
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Question 14. Do you administer corporal punishment to your own children 


at home? 
Very Quite No 
No seldom often 
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Question |. Have you ever received corporal punishment at home? 


Only A few Many 
once times times 
1 3 x2 = ez 7; 
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5 19 df = 6 
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Total 41 
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Question 2. Have you ever been strapped in school? 


Total 
Total 4] 


Question 3. Have you ever received corporal punishment in school by 
means other than the strap? 


Total 
Total % 
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Question 4. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior in 
school improves their behavior? 


| don't In some 
know cases 


Question 5. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior in 
school improves the behavior of other pupils? 
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Question 6. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
work In school will make them improve their work? 
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Question 7. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
work in school will make other pupils do better work? 


| don't In some 
Groups No know cases Yes Total 


Total 
Total % 


Question 8. Do you feel that the parents should be notified when their 
child ts strapped? 


Groups 
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2 
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Question 9. Do you feel that the parents’ permission should be obtained 
before their child is strapped? 
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1 x? =O ia 29 
Vi 
3 df = 4 
P = 0.006 
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Question 10. If you were strapped in school, did you hold a grudge 
against the person who decided to have you strapped? 


| don't In some 
know cases 


Total 
Total % 


Question ||. Do you think that there is too much strapping in our 


schools? 
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Question 12. Are you in favor cf the strapping of pupils in our schools? 
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Cuestion 13. Are you In favor of any form of corporal punishment in our 
schools? 


1 don't In some 


know cases 
| 5 x2 = 2.907 
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Total 39 
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Question 14. Do you administer corporal punishment to your own children 


at home? 
Very Quite No 

Groups ; seldom often children 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Administrators - by Sex 
|. Males 2. Females a. 4. 


Question |. Have you ever received corporal punishment at home? 


Only A few Many 
once times times 
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Total 
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Question 3. Have you ever received corporal punishment in school by 
means other than the strap? 
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Total % 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Administrators = by Sex 


ie Males 


Question 4. 


Total 
Total % 


fae Females ray 4. 


Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior In 
school improves their behavior? 


| don't In some 


know cases Yes 
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Question 5. 
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Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior fn 
school improves the behavior of other pupi!s? 
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Question 6. 


Groups 


Total 
Total % 


Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their 
work in school will make them improve their work? 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Administrator - by Sex 
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Question 7. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
work in school will make other pupils do better work? 


| don't In some 
know cases 
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Question 8. Do you feel that the parents should be notified when their 
child is strapped? 
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Question 9. Do you feel that the parents' permission should be obtained 
before their child is strapped? 
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Question 10. If you were strapped in school, did you hold a grudge 
against the person who decided to have you strapped? 


econ. taeltesome 
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Question ||. Do you think that there is too much strapping in our 
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Question 12. Are you in favor cf the strapping of pupils in our schools? 
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Cuestion 13. Are you In favor of any form of corporal punishment in our 
schools? 


| don't In some 
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Question |. Have you ever received corporal punishment at home? 


Only A few Many 
once times times 


Question 2. Have you ever been strapped in school? 


Total 
Total % 
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Question 3. Have you ever received corporal punishment in school by 
means other than the strap? 


Total 
Total % 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: AON Wistkatorss = py oleveluor Slpery i elon 
Es Cee be or res Vow eel Lane 4. 


Question 4. Do you feel that strapping pupiis for bad behavior in 
school improves thelr behavior? 


| don't tn some 


know cases Yes 
os 0 006 
Ze. 
19 df = 2 
P = OF ole 
41 
100.0 
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Question 5. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior in 
school improves the behavior of other pupils? 


Groups 
2 
X" = 2.283 
1 29 
2 19 df = 3 
P = 0.515 
Total 4 | 
Total % 100.0 


Question 6. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their bes 
work in school will make them improve their work? 


Groups Total 
x2 = VEE WEAS 
| Bi 
Z 19 df = i) 
P = On o46 
Total 41 
Total % 100.0 
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summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Adminis tra rores == “by yleve lt lof iS ibpiery Ws kon 
ie AB pov OEE 2h? Jy ee eee Se 4. 


Question 7. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
work in school will make other pupils do better work? 


1 don't In some 
know cases 


Total 
Total.% 


Question 8. Do you feel that the parents should be notified when their 
child is strapped? 


Groups 
ce Oyo 9 
seer 
P = 0.634 
Total 
Total # 
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Question 9. Do you feel that the parents! permission should be obtained 
before their child is strapped? 


Groups 
x2 = io 
1 Le 
Z 19 df = 2 
P = Cee Oa) 
Total 4 | 
Total % 100.0 
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summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: ACMI MLS hha wors = DY Level of Supervision 
is Wa oe Dil Vo LLL 95% 4. 


Question 10. If you were strapped in school, did you hold a grudge 
against the person who decided to have you strapped? 


| don't In some 
know cases 


—_ 


Total 
Total 
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Question I1. Do you think that there is too much strapping in our 
schools? 


Groups 


Total 
Total % 


Question 12. Are you in favor cf the strapping of pupils in our schools? 


Groups 
x2 = 0.942 
oe, 
P= 0 2024 
Total 


Total ¢% 
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Summary of Responses to Questlonnalres 


Groups Compared: ACMI VST hAnOTSs as DY Level sOtwolpery.ts lon 
Wis ag tl MS rg al Gh Paes a ae piss at et Bearers 4, 


Cuestion 13. Are you In favor of any form of corporal punishment in our 
schools? 


1 don't In some 


know cases 
x7 = 12201 
| Za\ 
2 18 df = 2 
P = O 548 
Total 39 
Total ¢ 100.0 


Question 14. Do you administer corporal punishment to your own children 


at home? 
Very Quite No 
Groups seldom often children 
x? = DOs 
] 18 
2 19 df = 3 
Pp = Oe AS 
Total By 
Total % 100.0 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Admn-\-n--st.cators=——ServdcerwitheEPSB 
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Question |. Have you ever received corporal punishment at home? 


Only A few Many 
once times times 
1 1 x2 = 13392 
2 11 
5 29 df = 6 
P = Of 066 
Tota! 41 
Total % OVOP ANG 


Question 2. Have you ever been strapped in school? 


Total 
Total | 


Question 3. Have you ever received corporal punishment in school by 
means other than the strap? 


Total 
Total % 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 
Groups Compared: Administrators - Service with EPSB 
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Question 4. Do you feel that strapping puplis for bad behavior in 
school improves their behavior? 


| don't In some 
know cases 


Yes 


1 1 x2 3 a eo) 
2 11 
3 29 d¢ = 4 
Pa OSS C7 
Total 4] 
1@'0. 2.0 


Total ¢ 


Question 5. Do you feel that strapping pupils for bad behavior In 
school improves the behavior of other pupils? 


Groups 
2 
1 1 x = 2.927 
2 i 
5 29 df = 6 
Pe ea Se Bit 
Total 4 | 
Total ¢ 100.0 
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Question 6. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 


work In school will make them Improve their work? 

Groups Total 

1 1 x? = 2. .O74 

z 11 

3 29 df<-2, 6 

P = 0.848 

Total 4 
Total $ 100.0 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: Administrators - Service with EPSB 


ft. winder 2 yre og 531-0 Oy gs 5. Over NO wires 4. 


Question 7. Do you feel that strapping pupils for not doing their best 
work in school will make other pupils do better work? 


1 don't In some 


Groups No know cases 


Total 
Total % 


Question 8. Do you feel that the parents should be notified when their 
child is strapped? 


Groups 
1 Ye =" Bolrz 
2. 
3 df = —4 
Ea = O- 186 
Total 
Total 4% 
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Question 9. Do you feel that the parents! permission should be obtained 
before their child is strapped? 


Groups 
1 xe a" 3764 
2 ie 
2 22 Ghee et 
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Total 4] 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 


Groups Compared: KOMI MST ta tOtVen= oer VErCce Whither oo 
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Question 10. If you were strapped in school, did you hold a grudge 
against the person who decided to have you strapped? 


1 don't In some 


know cases Yes 
| x27 = 0.876 
iz 
5 ap ee 
P = Ot 54 
Total 
Total % 
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Question I!. Do you think that there is too much strapping in our 
schoo!s? 


Total 
Total % 
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Question 12. Are you in favor cf the strapping of pupils in our schools? 


Groups 
1 (7 =e boe 
2 11 
3 28 df = 4 
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Total 40 
Total ¢ Gen xe! 
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Summary of Responses to Questionnaires 
Groups Compared: Administrators - Service with EPSB 
[.. UNG eit Oey rs 2. 5-10 yrs 5, Over 10 Yrs 4. 


Cuestion 13. Are you In favor of any form of corporal punishment in our 
schools? 


| don't tn some 


know cases 
1 x2 = 2.619 
a 
zd ay 
Pae= OTmows 
39 
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Question 14. Do you administer corporal punishment to your own children 


at home? 
Very Quite No 

Groups ; seldom often children 

1 1 x? = Seen /O) 

2 ©) 

? ay df = 6 

P = Ogee 

Total a7 
Total % 1.00210 
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